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{Continued from No. 45. 

Mr. WHITE made a few additional observa- 
tions in favor of the proposition. 

Mr. WOODBURY remarked thai the apnor- 
tionment bill, to which the Senator from New York 
referred, increased, instead of diminished, the expen- 
ditures for the judiciary. A proposition had been 
made in the Senate to acd $100,000, but without 
success. But, even as the bill passed and went 
back to the House, it was for a sum considerably 
larger than the appropriation of last year. 


After a few explanatory remarks from Messrs. 
TALLMADGE and BAGBY, the yeas and nays 
were called for, and ordered, on the amendment to 
the amendment as modified, and resulted in the 
negative—yeas 18, nays 19, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Evans, Huntington, Kerr, Miller, Porter, 


Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, White, and 
Young—18. 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Crafts, 
Fulton, Graham, King, Mangum, Phelps, Sevier, Smith of 
Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Williams, 
Woodbury, and Wright—1). 

Tbe question then recurred on the original 


amendment proposed by the Judiciary Commit- 
tee. 


Mr. WHITE observed that the decision just 
made compelled him, on principles of equity and 
self-respect, to vole against the amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana called for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered, and resulied in the nega- 
tive—yeas 11, nays 24, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Huntington, Kerr, Sprague, and Walker, 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Crafis, 
Evans, Fulton, Graham, King, Mangum, Miller, Phelps, 5 


se- 


vier, Smith of Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, Sturgeon, Tall- 
madge, Tappan, White, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, 
Wright, and Young—24. 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate, 
and afew verbal amendments were made; after 
which, the question arose on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. BUCHANAN caiied for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and resulted ia the 
negative—yeas 16, nays 21, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Evans, Graham, Huntington, Kerr, Miller, 
Porter, Simmons, Sprague, and Tallmadge—16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alien, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Crafts, 
Fulton, King, Mangum, Phelps, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, 
Smith of Indiana, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, White, Wilcox, 
Williams, Woodbury, Wiight, and Young—2). 

So the bill was lost. 

Mr. SEVIER moved an adjournment. 

Mr. BAYARD asked the Senator to withdraw 
his motion, to enable him to report a bill to sup- 
press the vending of lottery tickets. 

Mr. SEVIER assented. 

Mr. BARROW moved an adjournment. 

Mr. BAYARD observed that he had the floor. 

Mr. BARROW contended that his motion had 
priority. 

Mr. BAYARD appealed to the Chair. 

The CHAIR decided that the Senator froa Del- 
aware had the floor. 

Mr. BAYARD then reported the bill. 

Mr. SEVIER offered a resolution authorizing 
the reference cf a private claim‘ to the Commitee 
on Private Land Ciaims; which was adopted. 

Mr. BARROW then moved an adjcurnment, and 

The Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuezpay, July 5, 1842. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY, from the Committee 
on Commerce, reported, by leave, the following 
bills: 

A bill for the relief cf George P. Pollen and 
Robert Colgate; and 

A bill for the relief of Isaac and Thomas S 
Winslow: read twice, and referred to the Commut- 
tee of the Whole House. 


Mr. JOHN C. EDWARDS, from the Commit- 
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tee on Indian Affairs, made a report on the memo- 
rial of the Legislature of Lowa in relation to the 
purchase of land from the Sac and Fox Indians, 
with a resolution; which was laid on the table. 
Mr. RIDGWAY presented two petitions, signed 
by 138 citizens of the counties of Marion, Union, 
and Hardin, in the State of Ohio, praying Congress 
to establish a weekly mail-route, on horseback, be- 
ginning at Marion, in Marion county; thence to 
Ho!mesville, in Bow!inggreen township; and thence 
to Richmond, in Unjon county: which were refer- 
red to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 
Mr. BOTTS presented the memoria! of 2,000 
citizens of Richmond, Virginia, praying for a pro- 
lective tariff, and also that the proceeds of the pub- 
lic lands might be distributed. 
Mr. B. made 
petition. 
VIRGINIA MILITARY BOUNTY LANDS. 
Mr. GILMER, by leave of the House, made a 
statement personal to himself, in reply to the re- 
marks of the gentieman from Vermont, [Mr. Hatt, ] 
who had seemingly charged him, during his (Mr. 
G.’») visit to his sick family in Virginia, with being 
interested in the passage of thore claims through 
Congiess. Mr. G. stated that he had received a 
note from the gentleman from Vermont, [Mr. 
Hatt, ] in reply to one addressed to that gentleman, 
disavowing any intention to reflect upon his mo- 
lives in pursuing the course which he had thought 
proper to take. 


some remarks in presenting the 


Mr. G. gave a history of his coanexion with 
this subject—when he first entered the Legislature 
of Virginia, in 1829; when chairmen of a com- 
mittee vu revolutionary Jand warrants, a 


tlerwards; 
when commissioner on the part of Virginia to 
prosecute these claim: 


before Congress, in 183]; 
and when in the executive chair of the State. He 
entered (he said) into these persoval narrations 
with regret, and only because his friends had in- 
sivted that they were required at his hands 
from be ng a general advecate otf 
had incurred the 
agents, by 


rating th 


So far 
ibese claims, he 
odium of all the prosecuting 
exercising his discrimination in sepa- 
good from the bad. Though offered the 
besi inducements to become an azent cn behalf of 
private individuals 


—and though, as others had 
doze, pe micht 


have made a large fortune,—he 
had declined ali offers; and, only at the urgent re- 
quest of a majorly of the, members of the Vir- 
ginia Legislature, accepted the appo.ntment of 
agent on behali of the State to prosecute these 
claims befoie Congress, at the miserable pittance 
of 1 per cent. on all that he established. The doc- 
trine he held waz, tnat, these claims having been es- 
tablished by the circuit and supreme courts of Vir- 
ginia, the Government was bound to make them 


Foor ‘ 


Mr. G. continued his explanation of the sub- 
jéct for some time; aiter which, 

Tne question was taken upon the amendments 
offered by Messrs. Hatt and W. O. Gocpg; and 
thev were adopied. 

Tue resolution, as ic then passed the House, pro- 
vides that a select committee shall be appointed to 
inquire into the amount and character of the ex- 
penditures which have been made by the Govern- 
ment in satisfaction of bounty land elaims allowed 
by the Siate of Virginia; what amount of like 
claims is yet outstanding; whether any further 
legislation is necessary to secure the treasury 
egainst the payment of improper or unfounded 
claims, or to satisfy outstanding claims’ which are 
just and well-founded. 

THE TARIFF B:LL. 

Ga motion of Mr. FILLMORE, the House re- 
solved itself into a Commitiee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union,(Mr. McK ennan in the chair,) 
and resumed the consi feration of the general tariff 
bill. The proposition before the committee was 
Mr. SaLTonsTaLi’s motion to substitute the bill re- 
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ported irom the Committee on Manafactures for 
that reported from the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland addressed the 
committee in favor of protection. He commenced 
by remarking that there wasa general coincidence 
of opinion in the country as to one thing—and that 
was, that something must be done, or the Govern- 
ment must soon come toa stand. With regard to 
the alternative of supplying this deficiency in the 
treasury by direct taxes or excises, he held that 
such an expedient would never be tolerated. He 
referred to the repugnance always manifested by 
our Saxon ancestors to the res:sting of the tax- 
gatherer, and quoted the passage from Chatham 
describing the immunity of every man’s home as 
his castle. 

Other gentlemen might pursue what course they 
chose; 
any kind, nor would he vote to authorize any loan 
or issue of treasury notes, until he saw the means 
of meeting them. 

li gentlemen wished to see the effects of taxation, 
let them go across the line into Maryland. lt was 
not a resource for any large part of this Union; and 
it would soon become clear that taxation never 
would become one of the sources by which this 
Government would be sustained. What was the 
source, then, from which it must derive its sup- 
port? Duties. In what form—protective or hori- 
zontal duties? This wasa grave question, but it 
was one on which this country had determined. 
Hitherto, harmonious counsels had been wished; 
but if peace was only to be secured by the surren- 
der of the most vital interests of industry, he could 
only say gentlemen would be mistaken; and he 
would say to their adversaries, beware, or they 
might fiod an awakened iion in their path. As 
soon as it was Seen that there was a premeditated 
purpose to make war on Jabor, they would fiad all 
their miserable projects fruiuess. He did not 
mean to meet this as an open constitutional ques- 
tion; it was a settled question ; if it were not, 
there never was a question settled by the legislation 
or by the people of this country. Protection was 
the very eldesi born of our country, and was the 
offspring in which the people of this Union have 
ever taken their greaicst delight. We went for 
protection, as pro‘ection per se; and he believed it 
io be one of the highest duties of this Government. 
He was willing to blend revenue with protection, 
for the devil (‘*money*’) must be raised. Revenue, 
as a gentleman had observed, was a necessary evil; 
but they must have protection to secnre to our own 
people our own markets against all the world. He 
demanded protection for the couniry, and for every 
portion of the country. . 


Mr. APPLETON went for the old system—-for 
specific duties, discriminating for the protection of 
our own products. He then gave his version of 
the history of the compromise aet, and said it was 
a compromise to which the Jackson party and the 
Siate of South Caro!ina’ were the parties. The 
manufacturers were pasties also to that com- 
promise. But it was bat as victims. . He de- 
nounced the compromise act as an arrant im- 
posture, and contended that it was not obligatory 
on manufacturing interests. 


Mr. SAUNDERS of Norih Carolina observed 
that his experience ever since he had been a mem- 
ber of this House hai taught him that, whenever 
an individual came here asking for exclusive privi- 
leges, he never failed to find able and zealous ad- 
vocates; because he comes here with disinterested 
patriotism, asking everything for his country, and 
nething for himself. If he comes here as a bank 
monopolist, asking for exclusive privileges, suli be 


tells you that his obj-ct is to improve the currency. 
If he comes as a manufacturer, he tells you that 
his object is ‘o protect the industry of the couutry, 
and to render us indenendent of fo.eign bativas, 
If he comes here as a merchant, he says that his 


; but he would not vote an appropriation of 
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\| Willing to raise so large an amount of revenue as 


object is to benefit commerce. It was the farmer 
alene who asked no bounties, and whose industry 
was the source from which the monopolists derived 
their greatest profits. 
So highly favored were these exclusive classes, 
that some of the n.ost important committees of the 
Jouse were constituted for their benefit. Thus 
they had the Committee of Ways and Means, 
whose duty it was to take charge of matters re- 
lating to the currency; the Committee on Com- 
merce and the Committee on Manufactures ap- 
pointed, constituied to take care of the interests of 
commerce and manufactures. Each of these 
committees was ably filled with gentlemen zealous 
in behalf of the interests committed to their charge. 
hut he might be asked bere, as he had been else- 
where, was he not disposed to grani relief to the 
treasury? was he not disposed to elevate the finan- 
ciai condition of the country? It was, therefore, 
his intention to treat this subject in a financial 
point of view. He was disposed to elevate the 
financial condition of the country, and to replenish 
the exhausted treasury. He would not do it, how- 
ever, by supporting such a system of bounties as 
the gentieman who had just taken his seat advo- 
cated; he was not prepared to lay such heavy bur- 
cens on the producing classes, for the sake of giv- 
ine protection to the manufacturing interest. What 
did that bill propose? To raise thirty millions on 
imports, so as to give a net revenue of twenty- 
seven and a half millions. He asked the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means if this 
was the sort of relief his party proposed to the 
country before they got into power. It was 
said by the friends of a national bank that the 
country had decided in favor of it at the last 
residentia! ejection; but he would ask if it 
had ever been pretended that a protective tariff 
was made one of the issues? He would ask 
Southern gen'lemen, at least, if any such issue 
was made beiore their constituents? Such was 
not the issue, at least, in the State he came 
from, Mr. S. then read some extracts from a 
speech made during the Presidential contest, by the 
late Secretary of the Navy, (Mr. Badger,) to show 
that the question of the compromise was not one 
of the issues submitted by either of the parties in 
that State. In that speech, Mr. Badger deprecated 
the disturbance of the compromise bill, and denied 
that General Harrison, or any of his friends, had 
any purpose to interfere with it. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. AprLeton] contended that 
the compromise act was not binding, and, in doing 
so, made a singular disclosu:e, from which he cer- 
tainly should not suppose that he was a Clay man. 
He told you that the language held by Mr. Clay to 
the maaufaciurers, previous to introducing the com~ 
promise bill, was different from that used by him in 
the speech he made in the Senate on that occasion, 
and from which he (Mr.S.) read extracts yesterday. 
The gentleman disclosed also another singular 
fact. Though Mr. Clay had always been held up 
as the great pacificator and friend of the manu- 
facturing interest, the gentleman told you that the 
compromise act was a compromise between the 
Jackson men on the one side, and the nullifiers on 
the other; and that the nullifiers sustained it to get 
their heads out of the halter. It certainly was a 
very singu'ar way to get their heads out of the hal- 
ter, according to the gentleman’s version of the 
story; for he contended that the compromise was a 
surrender of the principle of protection, and that 
wes what the nullifiers had ail along been con- 
tending for. 


Mr. S., in proceeding with his argument, noticed 
that there were three bills presented for the purpose 
of raising revennue—one by the Secretary of the 
freasury, one by the Commitiee of Ways and 
Means, and one dy the Committee on Manufac- 
tures; and, as far as he could judge, they all looked 
the same way in favor of protection. So far as 
the South was concerned, there was no more differ- 
ence between them, than there was between Uncle 
Toby’s cocked hat and Uncle Toby’s hat cocked. 

So far as it was necessary to go for revenue, he 
was willing to go, and to give such incidental pro- 
tection to manufactures as could be given by a 
revenue tariff ; but he was not willing to vote a 
high tariff for the sake of protection, nor was he 





would lead to extravagant expenditure. 

Mr. S. then gave a succinct history of the differ- 
ent tariff acts that have been passed since the year 
1816, when the principle of protection was first 
commenced, to the year 1828, when ihe (so called) 
bill of abominations was passed. Ait first, a pro- 
tection of 25 per cent. was deemed abundantly sul- 
ficient; but at each succeeding year the demands 
of the manufacturers increased; and they were 
not satisfied until they got the tariff of 1828, which 
drove the country almost to a state of madness, 
and ended in the passage of the compromise bill. 
In this last bill (although exceedingly onerous on 
the agricultural interest) the South acquiesced, ur- 
der the pledge that, after acertain number of 
years, the principle cf protection was to be 
abandoned. The South had fulfilled its part 
of the conditions, and the menufacturers 
had derived all the benefits from it; but 
now, when the former looked for their share 
of its benefits, they were told that the com- 
promise was no longer binding, and that protec- 
lion must commence anew. 

Mr. S. then went into an argument to show the 
inequality, the injustice, and the hardship of the 
principle of protection. The gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Picxens] told you that if you 
pass this bill, and revenue is your object, you will 
not succeed. Now, it should be his object to show 
that, if you could raise this amount of twenty-seven 
millions of revenue, you ought notto doit. Mr. 
S. then reviewed the estimates of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, and showed the incon- 
sistency of the former in proposing to take the ave- 
rage of the expenditures of Mr. Van Buren’s ad- 
ministration, after a!l the promises of economy and 
reform that had been made by the Whig party; af- 
ter which, he glanced at the extraordinary expen- 
ditures, and the amount of debt incurred by this 


party in the short time they had been in power. If | 


they should go on as they had begun, a revenue of 
twenty-seven millions would not be near enough 
for them. He hada statement, prepared by one 
of the clerks, showing the amount of appropria- 
tions asked for by the Whig committees of this 
Whig Congress. The amount was $32,743 669; 
and this did not include the Senate bills, nor the 
bill providing indemnity for French spoliations prior 
to 1800, which called for an appropriation of 
$5,000,000. If this bill should be passed—and he 
feared that it would—and Congress also passed the 
b'll appropriating some two or three hundred thon- 
sand dollars to reward Gov. Strong for treache- 
rously withholding the services of the Massachu- 
setts militia; together with the bill to reward Gen. 
Hull for his treason in surrendering the northwest- 
ern army, this Whig Congress had only one more 
measure to pass, and that was the assumption of 
the debts of the States; and if these measures would 
not be enough to stamp it with everlasting infamy, 
he did net know what else would do it. 


Mr. S. read from the report made by Alexander 
Hamilton, to show that, even with his notions of 
eigh protection, he did not propose such duties as 
were proposed in this bill. 

He spoke of the humbugs practised by the 
Whigs in 1840. There was the census humbug, 
by which many people were made to believe that 
the Democrats wished to tax the most trifling spe- 
cies of property—and even the chickens and ducks! 
The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Gocain] made 
a speech lately, and exhibited, in glaring colors, 
the beautiful effects which would have flowed from 
the distribution of the proeeeds of the public lands. 
According to that gentleman, the rivers of the 
States would have been cleaned out, and her moun- 
tains cut down. Yet the land fend was but a 
feather in the treasury, and must be dis'ributed ! 
The people of his own State cf North Carolina had 
been made to believe that the Genera! Government 
had reaped rich benefits from the lands ceded by 
the State. He stated the condition of the Union in 
1790, in consequence of which the State of Ten- 
nessee was incorporated out of the territory ceded. 
It was, however, a mistake to suppose that the 
General Government had derived any profit from 
this country, as not an acre was sold. 
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The expenditures of the administration of Mr. 
Van Buren were another theme of abuse against the 
Democratic par'y. How had the Whigs fulfilled 
their promi-es of retrenchment and reduction? Had 
not the expenditures of the Government been !n- 
creased, and iis receipts diminished? Mr. S. con- 
cluded by exhibiting a number of statistics, showing 
the receipts affd expenditures during the past four 
years. 

Mr. BIDLACK next obtained the floor, an 
spoke for some time; but, owing to the distance at 
which he stood from the desk, was very imperfect- 
ly heard. He was understood to take the ground 
that this question should not be treated in a party 
light, and no party should claim its members as ad- 
vocates of any exclusive system. Mr. B. referred 
to the views of Messrs. Brown of ‘Tennessee and 
Pickens—part of which he disapproved and part 
he approved. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Brown] he thought had put too low a value upon 
the manufaciures and inventions of American in- 
genuity. He thought, on the contrary, that they 
had advanced the prosperity and greatness of 
the country; and gave, as an instance of the 
ingenuity and skill of ihe mechanics of Pennsylva- 
nia, the fact that they now supplied the railroads of 
England with locomotives. The gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Pickens] was truly eloquent 
in advocacy of free trade. This, he considered, 
was a very good thing, if it could be carried into 
practice. But, looking to the fact that the Govern- 
ment must have revenue, he held the most proper 
mode of raising it to be from duties on imports. 
So far from free trade being the source, and light, 
and life of civilization, as the gentleman from 
South Carolina had said, he contended, if such 
were the fact, civilization had no source, !ight, or 
life in this coun'ry, inasmuch as free trade did not 
practically exist. 


Mr. B. expressed his fixed determination to go 
for every measure tending to a reduction of the 
expenses of the Government, and also for the res- 
toration of the land fund to the treasury. After 
reducing the expenses as much as possible, the 
amount of revenue then required would give inci- 
dental protection. He was willing to vote for such 
a tariff as would defray the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, and believed that such a tariff would 
afford adequate pretection. After some further 
remarks (too indistinctly hzard to be reported) on 
the general principles of the bill, he proceeded to dis- 
cuss several of its details, and particularly the 
duties imposed on iron and coal. He adduced a 
mass of statistics to prove the pcsition which he 
assumed—an increase of the duty on coal, and es- 
timated by the ton, and not by measurement. 

Mr. McKEON spoke his hour, during which 
he opposed both the bills which had been submit- 
ted to the consideration of the committee. His 
speech was mainly a mass of statistics, to which a 
mere sketch would do injustice. He first went 
through the estimated wants of the Government, 
and then the various measures by which those 
wants were proposed to be supplied, and pointed 
out the effects on various branches of industry 
which they would inevitably produce. He next, 
with much minuteness of detail, explained to the 
House the tariff measure of Sir Robert Peel, re- 
cently introduced to the British Parliament, and 
quoted largely from evidence taken by a commit- 
tee of the House of Commons; from all which he 
argued thatfree trade was the irue policy of this 
country. 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL then addressed 
the tiouse in an able and argumentative speech in 
favor of the policy of protective duties, speaking 
up to the expiration of his hour. 

Mr. TRIPLETT, having cbtained the floor, 
moved that the committee rise; whick motion was 
carried. 

Mr. FILLMORE observed that the necessity for 
speedily acting on the revenue bi!l would induce 
him to ask the House to-morrow to adopt a resolu- 
tion to take the bill out of committee on Monday 
next. He had another resolution which he should 


also offer for ihe consideration of the House, which 
he would send up to be read at the Clerk’s table. 
The resolution was read, to the effect that on 
Thursday next all general debate on the bill shall 
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cease; that the House shall then proceed to consider 
the details, and any member offering an amend- 
ment shall be allowed to explain his amendment 
for the space of fifteen minutes, and no longer; 
and that after the amendments are disposed of, the 
debate shail be allowed to go on in the usual way 
till the time limited for its close. 

On mouon by Mr. ANDREWS of Kentucky, 

The House adjourned, 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, July 6, 1842. 

Mr. CALHOUN appeared in his seat to-day. 

Mr. YOUNG presented additional testimony in 
support of the claim of Mr. Skidmore, for carry- 
ing the mail; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Oftice and Post Roads. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
to which had been referred House bill for the re- 
lief of James Seaborn, reported the same back 
without amendment. 

House bills entitled “An act for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Josiah Blakeley, deceased;” 
and ‘An act for the relief of John P. Campbell,” 
were read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MILLER presented the eredentials of the 
Hon. Wituiam L. Dayton, who had been appointed 
by the Governor of New Jersey a Senator for that 
State, to fill the vacancy occasioned by the death 
of the Hon. Samvet L. Sourmarp. 

The bil! further supplementary to an act entitled 
“An act to establish the judicial couris of the 
United States,” passed the 24th of September, 1789, 
came up for consideration, as in committee of the 
whole. 

The Ist section of the bill provides that commissioners, to 
be appointed by the circuit courts of the Untied States, shall 
have the same power as magis rates aud justices of the peace 
in making arrests, &c. 

Section 2 provides that such commissioners shall require 
recognizances for the appearance of witnesses to give testi- 
mony, and that the compensation shall be the same as is usu- 
ally allowed to Government witnesses. 

The Commitice on the Judiciary proposes to 
amend the bill by adding seven sections. They 
provide as follows: 
® The 3d section provides that the district courts of the United 
States shall have concurrent jurisdiction with the circuit 
courts, over all crimes or offences agaiust the United States, the 
punishment of which is not < «pital. 

Section 4 fixes the penalty for an off-ace committed upon 
the high seas, or elsewhere, within the admiralty and maritime 
jurisdiction of the United States, at $1,000, or by imprisonment 
not exceeding one year; or by both, according to the nature and 
aggravation of the offence. 

Section 5 substitutes the penalty, as in section 4, for the pen- 
alty affixed to crimes arising under the law cf 1799. 

‘Section 6 provides that the district courts, as courts of admi- 
ralty, and the circuit couris, as courts of equity, shall be deemed 
to be always open for business coming within their jurisdiction. 

Section? provides that the Supreme Court shall have power 
to regulate the practice of the district and circuit courts in suits 
at common law, or in admiralty, and in equity, pending in said 
courts. 

Section 8 gives full power and authority to the Supreme 
Court to make and prescribe regulations to the district and cir- 
cuit courts, as to the taxation and payment of costs, in all suits 
and proceedings therein, and to tax costs, &c. 

Section 9 provides that interest shall be recoverable upon 
judgments in all cases where, by the law of the State, interest is 
recoverable, and at such rate as is allowed in the courts of such 
States. 


Messrs. WRIGHT, ‘CHOATE, and HUNT- 
INGTON, made an analys? of the provisions of 
the bill; and presented many objections to the 4:h 
section, being the second of the amendments of the 
Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. BERRIEN said the committee had recom- 
mended this section merely for the purpose of cb- 
taining the sense of the Senate as to its expediency. 

Mr. WRIGHT observed that he would have a 
few words to say on the amendments, when 
taken up separately, in the order in which they stood 
in the bill. 

The CHAIR remarked that the question would 
first come up on the 31 section, which was the 
first amendment proposed by the committee. 

The question being on concurring with the Judi- 
ciary Commitice in their first amendment, being 
the 34 section of the bill— 

Mr. WRIGHT then said he was opposed to the 
third section, on the ground of its being too broad 
an extension of the criminal jurisdiction of the dis- 
trict courts. He therefore called the yeas and nays 
on the question of adopting this amendment. 

The yeas and nays being ordered, Mr. BER- 
RIEN puinted out the advauteges which would re- 
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sult from this extension of the jurisdiction of the 
district courts. 

The question was then taken on the third sec- 
tion, andit was adopted—yeas 23, nays 12, as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Evans, Hunting- 
ton, Kerr, Mangum, Preston, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, 
Sprague, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, White, Wilcox, and Wood- 


bridge—23. 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Fulton, King, Smith of Connecticut, Tappan, Walker, Wood- 
bury, and Wright—12. 

The question then came up on adopting the 4th 
section, and, without a division, it was rejected. 

The next question was on the 5th section. 

Mr. BERRIEN presumed there would be no ob- 
jection to that section. 

Mr. CHOATE suggested an amendment to the 
9h line of that section; the object of which was, 
to mitigate the labor of the judges, by giving 
concurrent power tothe commissioners to execute, 
and thereby share the duties imposed by that sec- 
tion. 

Mr. BERRIEN objecied to any thing that 
would remove these duties from the supervision of 
the judges. He would therefore prefer the section 
in its original form. 

Mr. CHOATE pointed out that this extension of 
duty to the commissioners would be only consist- 
ent with the general principle of the extension of 
powers to them by the whole bill. 

Mr. BERRIEN said one strong objection would 

e the tendency to authorize an additional com- 
missioner to execute those duties. 

The quesiion was then taken on Mr. Cuoate’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. 

Tae Sih section was then adopted. 

The 6th section was also adopted. 

Tae question coming uo on the 7th section— 

Mr. WRIGHT objecied to it, on account of its 
transfer of the legislative power of Congress to the 
Supreme Court, in relation to the regulation of the 
district courts, with regard to the forms of writs and 
process, &c. If that was not the purpose of the 
section, there was no necessity foritatall. He 
should, therefore, call for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

Mr. BERRIEN asked if the Senator proposed 
any amendment, or objected to the whole section? 

Mr. WRIGHT said he objected to the entire 
sec on. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays, 
and resulted in the affirmative—yeas 18, nays 15, 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bites, Bayard. Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Evans, Huntington, Kerr, Man- 
gum, Miller, Simmons, Smith of Indiana Sprague, Tallmadge, 
and Woodbridge—}1S8. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Phelps, Smith of Connecticut, Stur- 
geon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Woodbury, and Wright—16. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

The question next came up on the adoption of 
the 8th section. 


Mr. CHOATE proposed an amendment. He 
explained that it had the same object in view as 
that which he had offered to the 5:h section—to 
relieve the judges from a portion of their mechani- 
cal duty. 

Mr. BERRIEN was not aware of any objection 
to the proposed amendment, nor did he see any 
necessity for it. 

Mr. CHOATE explained some cases in which 
the necessity might exist. 

Mr. WRIGHT objected that the effect of the 
amendment would be to take away the respon- 
sibility of the judge, and give it to the commissioner 
and clerk. 

The amendment to the amendment was then re- 
jected. 

Mr. WRIGHT objceted to the amendment it- 
self, and called fer the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. 

Mr. BERRIEN stated that the object of the sec- 
tion was to diminish the costs and expenses of suits 
in those courts. 

Mr. BUCHANAN had the strongest objections 
to this section, for its tendency was to give the 
contro! of legislation to the Supreme Court. It was 
establishing a principle of transferring the legisla- 


















tive power of Congress to the Supreme Court of 
the United States. : 

Mr. BERRIEN denied that it was a transfer of 
legislative power. 

Mr. BOCHANAN asked, was not the very duty 
transferred to the Supreme Court a transfer of 
irgislative power? 

Mr. BERRIEN said legislative power would 
cover both increase and reduction: this section 
gives the Supreme Court power only to reduce fee- 
bills, not to increase them. 

Mr. WRIGHT calied the attentionof the Senate 
t> the immense influence over the courts, their 
officers, and the whole bar of the United States, 
which this 8th section transferred to the Supreme 
Court. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON differed altogether from 
the Senators from New York and Fennsyivania. 
He contended that the effect of the section would 
be not only to reduce costs, but to exercise a salu- 
tary, because an economical influence. 

Mr. BUCHANAN was aware it was very hard 
to attract the attention of the Senate to such a dry 
subject. But he thought, if the section was duly 
considered, it would not be adopted. The ¢ffect is 
to repeal a law already passed in relation to fee- 
bills. If Congress conforms the fee-bills of the 
courts Over which it has contro}, to the fee-bills of 
the State courts, that is all that can be expected of 
it; and if, under the laws of Congress already in 
force, a surplus of fees accrues to the treasury of 
the United States, why should so much of existing 
laws be repealed incidentally by this section? But 
the great and main objection was, i's transfer of 
the Jegislative power of Congress to the Supreme 
Court. 

‘Phe question was then taken, by yeas and nays, 
on the adoption of the 8th section, and resulted in 
the affirmative—-yeas 20, nays 15, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Choate, 
Clayton, Crafts, Crittenden, Evans, Grafham, Uuntincton, 
Kerr, Mangum, Miller, Porter, Preston, Simmons, Smith of 
Indiana, Sprague, aud Woodbridge—20. 

NAYS—Mesasrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Callhieun, 
Conrad, Fulton, King, Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, ‘Tap- 
pan, Walker, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, and Wiight—16. 

The next question was on agreeing to the 9th 


section. 

No objection being made, 't was agreed to. 

This closed the amendments submitted by the 
Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. CONRAD proposed a new section as an 
amendment, the object of which he explained to be 
to meet an anomaly with regard to the State of 
Louisiana, where there is no sack distinction as 
exists in the other States between the common-law 
system and the chancery and equity sysicm. ‘There 
is no chancery jurisdiciion in the State of Loutsi- 
ana—the entire system being that of civil law, ac- 
cording to the ancient practice of France. There 
was no remedy afforded by chancery and equity 
courts in other States, that was notafforded in Lou- 
isiana by the civil-law practice. Mr. C. explained, 
at considerable length, ihe technical difhculties 
which would arise in consequence of the anomaly 
he had pointed out, and which, in his opinion, ren- 
dered the amendment he had offered necessary. 

Mr. BERRIEN was hardly prepared to decide 
upon a question in relation to an anomaly existing 
with regard to a single State, thus brought forward 
without notice or time to look into ils effect. He 
would very mech prefer that the proposition shcuid 
be made the subject of a distinct bill; and he hoped 
that would be the decision of the Senate. 

Mr. CONRAD explained its necessity; but, in 
consequence of the remarks of the Senator from 
Georgia, (Mr. Berrizn,] withdrew his amend- 
ment. 

There being no further proposition to amend the 
bill, it was reported to the Senate. The amend- 
ments of the committee were concurred in, and the 
bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading. 

Engrossed bill providing for the set:lement of the 
accounts of Joseph Nourse, was read the third time 
and passed. 

The following bills were thentaken up as in 
committee of the whole, considered, reporied to 
the Senate, and ordered to a third reading; viz: 

The bill to provide for the reports of the decis- 
ions of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
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House bill entitled An act to amend an act enii- 
ed “An act tor the relief of Chauncey Calhoun,” 
passed March 34, 1839. 

The bill for the relief of Fidelia Stevens. 

The biil for the relief of Elisha Burnett. 

The bill for the relief of William Polk. 

r x a part of the town of Tiver- 
ton, in ine State of Rhode Island, to the collection 
di-trict of Fall River, in the State of Massachusetts. 

‘T'ne bill for the re‘ief of Thomas Brownwell. 

The bill for the relief of Elizabeth Munro. 

House bill entitled An act for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Colonel Wm. Piatt. 

Che bill for the relief of Beckford C. Matthews. 

Livuse bill entitled An act granting a pension to 


? bol to ann 


Saran Decker, widow of Samuel Decker, de- 
cessed. 

House bill entitled An act in favor of Ellen 
Turney. 


House bill entitled An act for the relief of Hal- 
dah Farlow. 

House bill entitled An act for the relief of Clar- 
issa Turney. 

House bill entitled An act for the relief of Es- 
ther Parrett. 

The bill for the relief of Daniel G. Sk'nner, of 
Alabama. 

‘be bill for the relief of J. K. Tefft, adminis- 
traior of Francis Didier Petit de Villers, deceased. 

‘The bill to provide for satisfying claims for 
bounty lands for military services in the late war 
with Great Britain, came up as in committee of the 
whole. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana said a bill for the same 
object, which came fiom the House, had been 
amended by the Senate and passed; and, therefore, 
moved to lay the bill on the table. The motion was 
agreed to. 

House bill entitled “An act for the relief of Con- 
rad Howe,” was taken up, as in committee of the 
whole, on an adverse report from the Committee on 
Claims; and, 

On motion of Mr. KING, was indefinitely post- 
poned. 

House bill entitled “An act for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Jane Fertinbaugh,” was 
taken up, as in committee of the whole, on an ad- 
verse report from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims; and, 

On the motion of Mr. KING, was 
postponed. 

House bill entitled ‘An act for the relief of John 
England,” was taken up, as in committee of the 
whole, on a report of the Committee on Claims, 
recommending its indefinite postponement. The 
Senate concurred in the recommendation. 

Mr. BAYARD moved to postpone all the pre- 
vious orders of the day, for the purpose of taking 
up the bi!l relating to the District of Columbia. 
The question was put on the motion, and it was 
disagreed to. 

House bill entisled ‘An act for the relief of Jona- 
than Britton,” was taken up, as in committee of the 
whole, on an adverse report of the Committee on 
Pensious, and recommending the indefinite post- 
ponement of the bi!!. 

Mr. EVANS made some remarks in defence of 
the claim; and 

Mr. GRAHAM said, though the individual ren- 
dered several years’ service to the country, yet he 
was a deserter, and was not entitled to a pension. 

Mr. EVANS replied that he had served five 
years, and was nota deserter in the strictsense of 
the term; having been misied by a forged paper, 
purporting to be a furlough. 

Mr. WILLIAMS asked if there was any other 
evidence than his own declaration that he was 
misled. 

Mr. EVANS replied, No. 

Mr. BENTON demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and the question being put, 
the adverse report of the committee was concurred 
in by yeas 24, nays 4. 

So the bill was indefinitely postponed. 

House bili entitled “An act tor the relief of 
Amos Huntiog,” was taken up as in committee of 
the whole, on a report from the Committee on 
Pensions recommending its indefinite postpone- 
ment. The report was concurred in, 
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House bill entitled “An act for the relief of Jo- 
seph Perkins, James Perkins, and Ji hn G. Per- 
kins,” was taken up av ip comnittec of the whole, 
on a recommendation of the Committee on Com- 
merce that the bill be indefinitely postponed. The 
report was concurred in. 

The joint resolation to extend the franking privi- 
lege to ex-Vice Prisidents of the Uniied States, 
came up on its second reading; but was, on the mo- 
tionof Mr. BAYARD, laid on the table for the 
present. 


House bill entitled “An act for the relief of 
Elizabeth Fresham, widsw of George Fresham,” 
was taken up as in committee of the whole, on an 
adverse report of the Committee on Pensions; and, 
on the motion of Mr. WALKER, laid on the ta- 
ble for the present. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing the fact that the “‘lit- 
tle tariff bill’ had been vetoed by the President; 
and that it had been again put to a vote of that 
House, as was required by the Constitution; and 
that there appeared to be 114 for, and 97 against 
the passage of the bill—not being two-thirds, which 
was necessary, under the circumstances, to enact it 
into a law. 

On motion of Mr. ARCHER, the several bills 
reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs 
were taken up, and made the special order of the 
day for Friday next. 

Mr. BERRIEN gave notice that he would, on 
to-morrow, ask the Senate to resume the considera- 
lion of the bill providing further remedia! justice 
in the district courts of the United States. 

Mr. PRESTON gave notice that he would, on 
to-morrow, ask leave to provide a safe place of de- 
posite for property of the United States brought by 
the exploring expedition. 


Mr. WALKER gave notice that he would, on 
\o-morrew, ask the Senate to resume the considera- 
tion of the Dancing Rabbit creek bill. Then, 

On motion of Mr. BENTON, the Senate ad- 
journed, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WepnespayY, July 6, 1843. 


Mr. HUNTER presented the proceedings of a 
meeting of the citizens of Middlesex county, Vir- 
ginia, held at Urbanna on the 27th ult., conclu- 
ding with a series of resolutions in favor of frez 
trade. 

The following letter, from the late Gen. Harri- 
son, is quoted in the proceedings: 

*“ZANESVILLE, Nov, 2, 1836. 

“GENTLEMEN: I had the honor, this moment, to receive your 
communication of yesterday. 1 regret that my remarks of yes- 
terday were misunderstood in relation to the tariff system. 
What I meant to convey was, that I had been a warm advocate 
for that system upon its first adoption; that I still believed in 
the benefits # had conferred upon the country; but I certainly 
never had, nor ever would have, any idea of revivingit. What 
I said was, that I would not agree to the repeal as it now stands. 
In other words, I am for supporting the compromise act, and 
never will agree to its being altered or repealed. 

“In relation to the internal improvement system, I refer you 
for my sentiments to my letter to the Hon. Sherrod Williams, 

VM. H. HARRISON, 
“Messrs. DostLEr, TAYLOR, and others.” 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the proceedings 

were laid on the table. 


Mr. MERIWETHER, from the Committee on 
Public Expenditures, made a report on the expend- 
itvres of the Florida war; which was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. ADAMS called up the motion to print and 
refer the exposition of the reasons given by the 
President of the United Siates for affixing his sig- 
naiure to the apportionment bill. 

Mr. CUSHING observed that the gentleman 
from South Carolina, [Mr. CampBeLL,] who was 
entitled to the floor, was not yet in his seat. 

Mr. ADAMS. Well, he cught to be here. 

Mr. CUSHING inquired if this was the special 
order? He thought that executive communica- 
tions came up after the morning business. 

The SPEAKER having decided that the motion 
was the first business in order— 

Mr. CUSHING said that, in th> absence of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, he should take 
tae floor himself. 

Mr. COOPER of Georgia, by permission of Mr. 


| 
| 




















Cusine, asked leave to offer the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be required to 
inform this House why the document furnishing the returns of 
the several banks of the United States has not been reported to 
Congress : also, that he state whether it is in the progress of 
preparation; and, if so, when it may be expected. 


Mr. MORGAN objected, and the resolution was 
not received. 

Mr. FILLMORE suggested that, before the gea- 
tleman from Massachuset!s proceeded with his re- 
marks, it would be better to take the question on 
printing. He hoped, also, that the question on 
reference would be left open, and that the debate 
would be postponed. 

The question on printing was then taken, and 
carried. 


Some conversation ensued between Messrs. 
CUSHING, FILLMORE, and the SPEAKER, 
resulting in the former’s claiming the right to pro- 
ceed with his remarks, which was acquiesced in. 

Mr. CUSHING said that he was about to ob- 
serve that the letter of the Secretary of State, and 
the decument which it communicated to the House, 
suggesied an important question relative to the 
functions of the Executive, which had been dis- 
cussed largely during the last fortnight. The ques- 
tion was, whether, by the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States, the President was prohibited from giv- 
iag his reasous for signing a bill after it had been 
passed by the two Houses of Congress. He did 
not kiow that the Constitution expressly gave the 
right to the members of this House to explain their 
reasons for voting for or against a bill ; he did not 
know that it was a grievance to be complained of if 
they were not permitted to make a speech ; but he 
did know that there was nothing more common 
than complaints of being debarred the privilege of 
debate, and of being silenced by the gag-rule. He 
did net know but that it was just as important to 
the President of the United States that his reasons 
for approving a particular measure should be com- 
municated to the public and to posterity, as to 
members of Congress, that their reasons should be 
given tothe world and to posterity. There was a 
still more important question, and that was—what 
was the nature of the function performed by the 
President of the United States when he signs a bill? 
When the President affixed his signature to a bill, 
was that an executive act? There was a point 
in the history of a bill where the legislative 
nature of the operation ceased, and the ex- 
ecutive operation began. Suppose, for instance, 
it should be an appropriation bill; he did 
net suppose that the signature to that bill 
would be an executive act. The execution of 
the act commenced after it became a law; there- 
fore the signature must be a legislative act, be- 
cause it was an act performed in the process of 
converting a billintoalaw. He held that all the 
process on a bill, from its inception to its consum- 
mation, was a legislative act. Lie came to this 
conclusion the more readily, because this act was 
proviied for in that article of the Constitution pre- 
scribing the process of converting a bill into a law. 
He did not find it referred to in that part of the 
Constitution defining the power of the Executive. 
So that it would seem that the Constitution itself 
consicered it a legislative act. The argument that 
the Constitution provided that all legislative power 
shall he vested in a Congress, to consist of a Senate 
and House of Representatives, not naming the 
President, did not, in his epinion, apply; because 
there was another part of the Constitution declar- 
ing that all the executive power shall be vested in 
a President, and yet there were executive as well 
as judicial powers granted both to the Senate and 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. C. then referred to the confirmation by the 
Senate of Executive nominations; impeachments 
by the House, and trial of impeachments by the 
Senate; trial and jaudzment on questions of elec- 
iions, and trials of members for breach of privi- 
lege, &c.; all of which were certainly not legisla- 
live, bat executive and judicial functions. If, 
then, the two Houses of Congress exercised func- 
tions other than legislative, there was nothing ex- 
traordinary that the Constitution should give a 
| gislative function in this particular to the Execu- 
tive. But whether.extraordinary or not, it was the 














Constitution of the United States. What was the 
process by which a bil! became a law? Was it 
not absolute'y and imperatively necessary that it 
should receive some action from the Executive? 
If he approves it, he signs it; and if he does not 
approve it, it cannot become a Jaw, even by the 
constitutional majority of two-thirds, natil the ac- 
tion of the Executive has been had on it, by his 
returning it to the House from which it originated, 
with his objections. 

But there must be a negative or affirmative action 
by the President on a bill, or it cannot become a 
law. Now, the act thus performed by the Presi- 
dent he had been in the habit of calling a legislative 
act; but other gentlemen contended that it was an 
executive act. It thus appeared that the contro- 
versy was not in regard to the nature and effect of 
the act, but in regard to the terms in which it should 
be designated. There was no controversy, in short, 
except as to words. Mr. ©. then made copious 
quotations from articles written by Mr. Madison, 
in the Federalist, in support of the position he had 
assumed; after which, he replied in refutation of 
the arguments of gentlemen who had taken differ- 
ent views of the question. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL said that, in advoca- 
ting the motion to refer the message of the Presi- 
dent, or rather the paper from the Department of 
State, to the commiitee cf which the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] was chairman, 
he was actuated by no feelings of hostility to the 
President. So far from it, he believed he could 
safely say that the country noi only owed him a 
debt of gratitude for having twice thrown himself 
into the gulf, Curtius like, and saved the country 
from a United Staies Bank; but also on account of 
his having recently refused to sanction a bil! 
violating a solemn compromise, and by the addi- 
tion of a proviso, to which it was known that the 
President was opposed. However the majority 
here might differ as to the course taken by the 
President in his public acts, he thought that here- 
after, when the excitement of party had passed 
away, all would award to him praise for a 
conscientious discharge of his duties and a firm- 
ness of purpose. 

He had mentioned these facts te show that he 
was not influenced in his course by any prejudice 
toward the President. He conceived that the ac- 
tion of the President on the apportionment biil was 
entirely unauthorized by the Constitution, and was 
a dangerous (thcugh, to doubt, an uninteniional) 
encroachment upon the rights ot a large section ot 
the Union. According to the Constitution, “every 
bill which shall have passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives and the Senate shail, before i: become a 
law, be presented to the President of the Uni'ed 
States; if he approve, he shall sign it; butif not, 
he shall return it, with his objections, to that House 
in which it shal! have originated, who shall enter 
the objectious at large upon their journal, and pro- 
ceed to reconsider it.” Thus, the negative of the 
President was qualified only, and not like that of 
the Roman tribune. But the Constitution said “if 
be approve, he shali sign it;” and here it stops. 
There ix no language in the Constitution to justify 
him in assigning his reasons for such approval; and 
notwithstanding the remarks of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Cusnina,] there was aiso 
nothing in the spirit of the Constitation to justify 
such a course. ‘That gentleman had said that the 
President was partly possessed of legislative pow- 
ers. The members of ciiher House of Congress 
might assign their reasons for approving 2 law, 
and why should not the President be allowed the 
same privilege? He (Mr. C.) did not objectto the 
Presidenv’s assigning his reasons for approving a 
bill. Whathe objected to was, that the President 
should hide those reasons in the archives of the 
Gove nment. The public press of the country 
was open to the President; and he had been told 
that morning that Gen. Jackson came out in the 
Globe, in 1836, when he approved the distribution 
bill of that year. 

He referred to the argument of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, (Mr. Cusnina,] that the Pres- 
ident possessed judicial p>wers in part—as, for in- 
stance, in the case of sentences from courts-mar- 
tial. He admitted this; but the Constitutice gave 
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tLe President the power, and it could only be exer- 
cised in cases where the President thought the sen- 
tence of a court-martial too severe. 

This election Jaw was intended to regulate the 
elec'ic ns 0! the members of the House of xepresent- 
atives. Uiader the Constitution, cach House was 
the exclusive judge of the qualifications, elections, 
and returns of its members. Here, however, was 
the interpretation put upon the law by the Presi- 
dent, expressing a doubt of its constitutionality, and 
thus exercising an indirect influence upon the 
Siates in encouraging them to violate it. Possess- 
ing this power from the formation of the Constitu- 
tion, so jealous had the House been of allowing 
any other branch of the government to participate 
in prescribing the qualifications of its members, 
that no law had been passed even for prescribing 
the mode in which contested elections should be 
determined. The House had always been fearful 
lest the action of one Congress should influence a 
succeeding one, and therefore no law was ever 
passed for accomplishing this object. 

He rejoiced that this sabject had been iatrusted 
to a committee with such an experienced and well- 
qualified chairman as the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetis, (Mr. Apams.] He hoped that the whole 
matter would be inquired into, and that the com- 
mittee would say how far our liberties were endan- 
gered, and what action it was best to adopt on the 
part of the House He hadno idea that the Pres- 
ident designed any encroachment beyond the pow- 
ers conferred on him by the Constitution. When 
the apportionment bill was returned a second time 
from the Senaie, with the amendment of that body 
insisted on, his blood was excited. But when he 
came to consider that that body had an equal right 
with the House in the disposition of this subject; 
that its members were a portion of the great con- 
stituent body; and that the principle of representa- 
tion ia the House did not so much consist ia num- 
bers as in direct responsibility of the Representative, 
he was willing to meet the Senate on half-way 
ground, and felt that the privileges of the House 
had not been impaired. 

When it was said in the Senate that the House 
was a turbulent body, and that the country had 
lost its confidence in it—which confidence could 
only be restored by a reduction of the members—he 
did not regard the reinark, inaswuch as he looked 
on it as a mere figure of rhetoric. He was aware 
that delay in legislation was often caused by the 
House; yet he thought the people had the intelli- 
gence to know that that was one of the inconveni- 
ences which they had to suffer 2s the price they had 
to pay for their liberties. 

The geitieman from Massachusetts [Mr. Cusn- 
ina] had drawn a parallel between the rights of the 
two Houses, and had asked if any one would have 
fult his rights invaded, had the Senate filed its 
reasons in the State Department for passing this 
bill. Assuming that no objection could be made 
to such a course, the gentleman had asked, why 
should not the President have the same privilege? 
He answered him by saying that there was no ob- 
jection to the President giving his reasons through 
the public papers, but not by filing a paper in the 
Staie Department. 

The gentieman from Virginia (Mr. Wise] had 
attempted to shield the President under the mantle 
of Gen. Jackson, who once approved a bi'l, and 
put his reasons for so doing on it. The gentleman 
from Masszchusetis, [Mr. Apams,] in reply, bad 
shown that there was no analogy between the two 
cases. Evenif there was, precedent would not 
make the action of Mr. Tyler lawful. The bil 
approved by Gen. Jackson was a bill authorizing 
certain works of internal improvement in Michi- 
gan. Gen. Jackson was kno've to be opposed to 
such measures. But Mr. Tyler could have had no 
such objections to the present bill as were enter- 
tained by Gen. Jackson. If he had, he might have 
reierred to the journals of the House, which would 
have shown that some of his strongest friends here, 
and even the gen!ieman from Virginia, [Mr. Wise, } 
had voted for the engrossment of this apportion- 
ment bill. That gentleman, afier a!l the lights af- 


forded him, and after the district feature bad been 
inserted, in effect voted for it, by voting against the 
motion o1 the gentieman from Maryland (Mr. W. 














C. Jounson] to lay it on the table. He was sure 
prised to hear the gentleman from Virginia de~ 
nounciog this bill as oue which was passed by 
“brute force,” and by a ‘Federal majority.” If it 
was passed by brate force, the centleman added to 
that force the momentum of his weight. Tt it was 
passed by a Federal msjority, U.c gentleman lent 
his name to swell the very majority of which he 
complained. 

Mr. C. here referred toa number of the Demo- 
cratic members by name, (passing high eulegies on 
several of them,) who had voied for the engross- 
ment of this apportionment bill, against which so 
much complaint had recently been made, and 
which the country was persuaded to belicve was 
passed by a party vote. Whenthe question was 
on ordering the bill to a third reading, it was voted 
for by several of the Democratic members. After 
the fractional principle and the district feature had. 
been introduced, the following gentlemen, by voting 
against the motion of the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. W. Cost Jounson] to iay the bill on the 
table, in effect voted for its passage: 


Messrs. A. V. Brown, John Campbell, Revben 
Chapman, Edward Cross, T. W. Gilmer, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Wm. W. Irwin, Cave Johnson, John 
W. Jones, John Thomson Mason, Wiiliam Par- 
menter, George H. Proffit, Almon H. Read; Hlop- 
kias L. Turney, Harvey M. Watterson, and Elenry 
A. Wise—16 voting for the law. 


Notwithstanding these facts, an effort was ma- 
king to produce the impression that the Democratic 
parity had voted against the meacrure en masse. 
The journal would show that, without their aid, 
the bill could not have been passed. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wise] had 
said that some regarded this bill as recummenda- 
tory, and some as mandatory; and that many of 
those vcting for it would not have done so, had 
they considered it in the nature of a mandate to the 
States to district themselves. Such the genileman 
from Alabama [Mr. Saietps] had declared to be 
his position. The President, in his expcsition, took 
the same view, and said: 

“One of the prominent features of the bill is that which pur- 
ports to be mandatory on the States to form districts for the 
choice of Representatives to Congress in single districts. That 
Congress itself has power, by law, to alter State regulations 
respecting the manner of holding elections for Represeniatives, 
is clear; but its power to command the States to inake new 
regulations, or alter . 






elr existing regulations, is the question 
upon which I felt deep and strong doubts. Lhave yielded these 
doubts, however, to the opinion ofthe Legislature, giv. ng effect 


to their enactment as far as depends on my approbation, and 
leaving questions which may arise hereafter, (f unhappily such 
should arise,) to be setiled by full consideration of the several 
provisions of the Constitution and the laws, and the authority 
of each House to judge of the elections, returas, and qualifica- 
tions of its own mernbers.’’ 

He desired briefly to answer the construction of 
the Presiden!, and hoped the reporters would note 
his answer. He regarded the bill as neither alto- 
gether recommenadatory nor commandatory. I! was 
not commandatory from Congress, but from the 
Constitution—that instrument which all regarded 
as a bond of union, and which not only this Con- 
gress, but likewise the State Legislatures, were 
bound to obey, and which every man, having the 
spirit of a patriot and the heart of a man, was un- 
der obligation to defend. It was not an original 
question of State 1ighis. No State could send 
members here without adopting the Constitution. 
He qnoted from the Constitution, to show that 
Congress had the powerto make regulations for 
prescribing the mode of electing members: “The 
times, places, and manner of holding elections for 
Senators and Representatives, shall be prescribed in 
each State by the Legislature thereof; but the 
Congress may, at any tine, by law, make or alter 
such regulations, except as to the places of choos- 
ing Senators.’ Cov!d jJenguage be more plain and 
explicit? fie thought the States were bound to 
obey this Jaw which had : passed; and should 
regret if any of their Legislatures, influenced by a 
predetcrmiration to oppose the law, should attempt 
to disregard it. Should they, unhappily, be more 
influenced by faction than by a derire to discharge 
their constitutional duties, no limit could be urged 
to their réfusal hereafter. Objections would be 
piled on objections, were Congress io go on and 
district the States, after they had refused to do so 
themselves. 
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ivir. C. then referred to the fact that intelligence 
had been received that the State of New Hainp- 
ire (which he complimented as one of the most 
patriotic in the Union) had determined to d'sre- 
gard the law, by refusing to district her territory. 
He trusted she would review her resolution, and 
hereafier, as heretofore, continue to stand up in 
defence of the Constitation and laws. ‘Though 
she might be opposed to the law, he hoped she 
would adopt such regulations as were necessary \o 
enable her to have Representatives in Congress, 


a.) 
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duly elected under its provisicns. 


He replied to the objection that Congress could 
not exercise part of its power over the elections of 
iis members, without exercising the whole, by say- 
ing that it would be as reasonable to contend that 
Congress could exercise no power over the reve- 
nue, because it did not exercise the whele which 
was conferred on it by the Constitution. Having 
the power to discriminate, it could use it either in 
whole or in part. This power he considered plain, 
from several considerations, which ne would name: 
Ist, from the language of tbe Constitation; 2d, 
from the proceedings of the Federal Convention 
which adopted the Constitution; 3d, from the pro- 
ceedings of the States adopting that Constitution; 
4th, from the resolutions passed in seven out of 
thirteen of the State conventions; and, 5th, from the 
manifest interpretation put upon the Constitution 
by both its friends and its enemies. He would 
not detain the House to read various extracis to 
sustain this view; yet he could not refrain from 
quoting the remarks of one of the most talented 
and influential opponents of the Constitution— 
Patrick Henry. Inthe Virginia convention Mr. 
Henry sa 


“The control given to Congress will totally destroy the end of 
sullrag . . “Congtess is to have a discretionary 
c rolover U ime, | e, and manner of elections. The 
Representatives are to elected, consequently, when and 
wher As to the time and place, gentlemen have 
attempted fo obviate the objection, by saying that the time 1s to 
happen once mm two years, and that the place is to be within a 
particular district, of he respecuve counties. But how will 
they obviate the danger of referring the manner of election to 
Coneve * * * Phe power over the manner admiis of 
the most dangerous latitude. They may modify it as they 
please 


This exposition cou!d neither be controverted nor 
denied. Equally strong ground was taken by Mr. 
Madison—“the father of the Constitution,” as he 
had been so appropriately called. Mr. Madison 


said: 

“Tt was found impossible to fix the time, place, and manner of 
the election of Representatives, in the Constitution. [twas foand 
necessary to/ the reguldtion cf these,in the first place, 
to the State G nineéenis, as being best acquainted with the 
situation of the people, subject to the control of the General 
Government rder lo produce uniformity and prevent its 


OWN Gisso.:uulOn. 


It would thus be perceived that the object of 
granting this power to Congress was to produce 
uniformity, and prevent a dissolution of the Union. 
That this power should noi be wantonly exercised, 
all would admit. He thought, however, that the 
time had arrived when it should be exercised. 
Already had six States adopted the general-ticket 
system, and, being thus enabled to concentrate their 
force on every question, the contagion would spread, 
and other Siates would have to adopt it as a mat- 
ter of self-defence. Thus the smaller States would 
be, in the end, entirely overwhelmed, 

Mr. C. concluded by expressing his regret that 
an effort was making by the press, here and else- 
where, to convince the public that this apportion. 
ment bill was a party measure. He trusted he 
had shown, to the satisfaction of all, that it was 
not passed by a strict party vote. He hoped the 
press in this city would be more discreet in speak- 
ing of gthis bill, aud no longer call it a mandamus, 
when the fact, as he had endeavored to show, was, 
that it could not have passea without the aid of those 
Democrats who voted in its favor. He hoped our 
present sj stemof government would long resolve in 
harmony, and tha! we should witness, under its be- 
nign influence, the return of many an anniversary 
like that which had just passed by. 

Mr. BOTTS then obtained the floor, and de- 
nounced the action of the President on the appor- 
tionment bill as most extraordinary, novel, pighly 
reprehensible, and calculated to excite a revolution- 
ary and disorganizing spirit throughout the coun- 
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try. Heconcluded by moving the previous ques- 
tion, Which was carried. 

The question then recurred on the motion to re- 
fer the exposition of the’ President to the select 
comuittee, with power to report what course was 
proper to be adopted. This motion was carried 
without a division. 


TERMINATION OF THE TARIFF DEBATE 


Mr. FILLMORE called up his resolution, sub- 
mitted yesterday, tor taking the general tariff bill 
outof committee on Monday next. 

Afier some conversational debate between 
Messrs. FILLMORE, BURNELL, SMITH of 
Virginia, WILLIAM COST JOHNSON, and the 
SPEAGER, 

Mr. W. COST JOHNSON moved to amend the 
resolution, by inserting ‘‘Tuesday” next as the 
day for terminating the debate. 

Mr. McCLELLAN of New York moved to lay 
the resolution on the table. 

The ayes and noes resulted as follows: ayes 88, 
noes 104. 

So the motion to lay on the table did not pre- 
vail. 

The question then recurred on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. W. C. 
Jounson,] to strike out Monday, and insert Tues- 
day; which was agreed to. 


Mr. ANDREWS then moved to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table; and, on taking the questicn, 

The SPEAKER announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. ANDREWS called for a division. 

Mr. CLIFFORD called for tellers; which were 
ordered: and they reported 78 in the affirmative, 
and 96 in the negative. 

So the motion to lay the resolution on the table 
was not carried. 

The question then recurred on the adoption of 
the resolution; on which, 

Mr. ANDREWS called for ihe ayes and noes; 
which were ordered by tellers, and resulted as foi- 
lows: ayes 98, noes 94. 

So that Tuesday next was fixed as the day on 
which the bill shail be taken out of the Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. FILLMORE then called up for considera- 
tion his resolution to commence action on the de- 
tails of the bill on Thursday next. 

It was in the following terms: 

Resolved, That, when the Committee of the Whole pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the revenue bill No. 472, on Thurs- 
day next, they shall at once vote upon any pending amend- 
ments; and all general debate upon the bill shall cease, unul 
allamendments which shall be | roposed shall be voted vpon,; 
and any member moving an amendment may give a briet ex- 
planation of the same, not exceeding filleen ininutes; and any 
one member may answer such explanation, provided such an- 
swer shall not exceed ten minutes; when the vote on such 
amendment shall] be taken’ and the next amendment proposed 
shal! be considered in like manner, until all are disposed of, or 
until the time limited for the debate to close shall have elapsed: 
but, afiler amendments are disposed of, nothing in this resolu- 


tion shall prevent the general debate from going on, as usual, 
unui the ime limited for closing it. 


Mr. ATHERTON objected to the reception of 
the resolution, 

Mr. FILLMORE moved a suspension of the 
roles for its reception, on which the vote was 
taken by tellers, as follows: 90 in ihe af—rmative, 
and 64 in the negative; the rules were not, there- 
fore, suspended, two-thirds not voting in the aflir- 
mative. 


THE TARIF®. 


Mr. FILLMORE moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union; which was agreed to, and Mr. McKen- 
NAN took the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN stated the question, which is 
as follows: 

When the committee rose on vesterday, the stat 
of the question was this: The following item (No. 
1) of the bill being under considerativn: 

* Be it enacted, &e. That from and after the 30th day of June 
next, in heu ofthe duties now imposed by law on the articles 
hereinafter menuoned, ami on such as may now be exempt 
from duty, there shall be levied, collected, and paid, the follow- 
ing dudes, that is to say: 

“First. On wool manufactured, the vglue whereof, at the 
last port or place from whence exported to the United States 


shall exceed eight cents per pound, shall be levied a duty of 
thirty per cent. ad valorem.’ 


Mr. SatronsTaLL had moved to strike out the 














Said item, and insert, in lieu thereof, a portion of 
the bill reported from the Committee on Manufac- 
tures. 

| Nore.—This motion embraced the whole of that bill, with 
the feliowing modifications: 

In the first item of the proposed amendment, the words 


“thirdeth day of July” were suustituted fur the words “thirtieth 
day of June.” 


And the last section, which is in the following words, was 
stricken out: 


Sec. 9. And heit further enacted, That if any person shall, 
knowingly and wilfally, with inteut to defraud the revenue of 
the United States, smuggle or clandestinely introduce into the 
United Siates any goods, wares, or merchandise subject to duty, 
by law, and which should have been invoiced, without paying 
or accounting for the duty, er shall make out or pass, or at- 
tempt to pass, through the custom-house, any false, forged, or 
fraudulent invoice, every such person, his, her, or their aiders 
and abetters, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on 
conviction thereof, shall Le liable to a fine or imprisonment, or 
both; the fine not t» exceed five thousand dollars, or the im- 
prisonment two years. } 


And the pending question was on the amend- 
ment of Mr. SALTONSTALL. 


Mr. TRIPLETT was entitled to the floor, and 
he commenced by reminding the committee of the 
fact that he had long since been prepared with an 
amendment, which, if time permitted, he would 
read, that it might be known, and that he might 
then be afforded the assistance of gentlemen on 
that floor. He mentioned this fact to show that he 
had felt a deep interest in this question, and had, 
theretore, turned his attention to its details; and 
most sincerely he wished Congress to settle the 
question whether they would discharge their duty 
under the Constitution, and regulate their com- 
merce with foreign nations. He then went into 
some historical statements showing the origin of 
this power in the United States; and next proceeded 
to contend that, although the balance of trade was 
against vs, we did not import more than we ex- 
ported. On this subject a palpable mistake had 
existed; for, with many, the terms were received 
as synonymous; and this he elucidated by some 
elaborate tabular statements. 

Mr. COOPER of Georgia, afier a few prelimi- 
nary remarks, observed that, not having time to 
sav all that he wished to say on this important 
question, he would merely give the heads of the 
subjects he should treat en, and which he would 
fill up when he wrote out his speech. He should, 
then, address the commiitee on matters incidental 
to them; and this, he had no doubt, would be more 
iutercsting to them than his more extended speech. 
In the discussion ef this subject upon fair and just 
principles, there arose the following considerations: 
First, and foremost of all, in considering a revenue 
biil, the expenditures of the Government ought to 
be considered. He :hould touch upon them as 
they ovght to be; and he should also touch upon 
them as the dominsnt party had made them. He 
should consider the several items of expenditure, 
and the sum tota!. He should consider what they 
ought to be, consistently with proper views of econ- 
omy, and with regard to their effecis upon the 
country. He should consider, then, the ways 
and means ibat ought to be provided for, and 
the mode of providing them. He would fur- 
ther consider the public lands as a source of 
revenue, and the reasons why indirect taxation 
was preferred to direct taxation. He would con- 
sider the principles of this bill, in a constitutional 
point of view, and with regard to its equity and 
fairness; together with its operations on the differ- 
ent interests and different sections of the country. 
He would, secondly, enter into an examination of 
its details, and how they operated on the different 
interests and sections of the country. He would 
touch upon the policy of adopting or rejecting the 
bi!l; and in this part of his argument he would 
show the reasons why certain parties on this floor 
were forit, and why their opponents were against 
it; and also why certain leading politicians were for, 
and others against it. In this branch of his sub- 
jec’, for the purpose of presenting what would be 
inieresting to his constituents, he should present a 
classification of the members here, showing the 
parties (0 which they belonged, and also the char- 
acier of their constituency. Now, (said Mr. C.) 
you have the main body of my speech; and I will 
now take the liberiy of touching on the incidental 
matters, which may possibly be more interesting to 
the committee than the other. 
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He had made out a table for the purpose of 
showing the number of persons employed in the 
several avocations of life, in the diflerent States— 
in Mining, agriculiure, commerce, manufactures, 
and the mechanic arts; the amount of capital em- 
ployed; the amount produced in the several Staies; 
the annual exports of the various products of in- 
dustry, under different heads, with the annual im- 
ports and the amount of duties collected. He had 
also a tabular statemen!, which was presented some 
days since by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. Snypxr,] to which he would take the liberty 
to make an adition, showing its applicability to 
the mountain regions of Georgia. He would also 
take a view of the embarrassed condition of the 
country, and ask why this Whig Congress, profess- 
ing economy, retrenchment, and reform, should 
have increased the burdens on the people at a time 
like this. 

There were but two parties in the country. He 
should give their arrangement, with the views and 
interests represented by each. The one party was 
ever for trenching upon the Constitution; and the 
other for preserving, entire, its provisions. The 
first and foremost measure that separated parties 
was the bank, and recently the distribution of the 
land fund. As adjunct to these measures, should 
they be carried out, a public debt would be indis- 
pensable. He commented upon the dilemma in 
which those gentlemen, and particularly come of 
his colleagues, were placcd—who, though opposed 
to a protective tariff and distribution, were sti!l 
in favor of Mr. Clay as President. The several 
measures would go hand in hand, and Mr. Clay’s 
election would be the signal for the adoption of 
them all. 

He referred to the movement made by the gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. Jonnson] for an as- 
sumption of the State debts. This was inadvance 
of his party; but not more so than the movements 
made a year or two since, in favor of a bank, by 
some of the Whig party, whilst others asserted that 
the bank question was nota test of parties. He 
spoke of the manner of taking bills out of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the various party decisions of 
the Chair, and the one-hour rule. He replied to 
the remarks of the gentleman from Boston [Mr. 
App.Leton] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. J. R. Inaersout,] whe spoke in favor of the 
protective tariff, and wondered why the South was 
so much opposed to it. Mr. C. spoke up to the 
expiration of his hour, after which— 

Mr. WASHINGTON got the floor, and ad- 
dressed the cornmittee in favor of an increased 
tariff and the disiribution of the proceeds of the 
public lands. He contended that the land fund in 
the treasury was as but a drop in the bucket; and 
its distribution was called for by the fact that 
many of ihe States had made provision for its re- 
ception, and could not well do withoutit. In addition 
to this, he wished the lands distributed, because a 
bone of contention would thereby be removed 
from ihe grasp of aspiring politicians. The treas- 
ury was empty, and must be replenished. Be- 
lieving that the framers of the Constitution did not 
contemplate any other mode of raising revenue, 
and that excises and direct taxation were imprac- 
ticable, he should advecate such a tariff as would 
meet all the wants of the Government economically 
administered. 

The people, he said, never would submit to ex- 
cise duties; and, therefore, this Government could 
only rely on duties from imports, which was cer- 
tainly the most cheap, convenient, and feasible 
mode of raising revenue. It was also a system 
which operated on voluntary consumption, and 
therefore be approved it. But though he had nev- 
er regarded the compromise act as a supplemental 
constitution, yet, founded as it was on mutual for- 
bearance and a desire to restore tranquillity, its 
provi sions ougbt not to be disturbed for light 
causes. He, however, thought this country should 
pot be dependent on others for those things which 
were of necessary and ordinary consumption, nor 
should this country give to forcigners the posses- 
sion of our own market, by excluding domestic 
manufactures, and thereby give to the foreigner 
power tocharge wbat he might think proper— 
even more than would be charged by the domestic 
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manufacturer if the foreigner were excluded. The 
question before the committee, he said, was one of 
revenue ; and they were relieved from any discns- 
sion of the protective policy until gentlemen could 
Show that the bills under discussion raised too 
much revenue. 

Mr. BARNARD said it could not be doubted that, 
having a Government to support, it was their duty 
to raise the necessary revenue for its support. The 
mode in which it was to be raised might be a mat- 
ter of disputation; and yet be thought it did not ap- 
pear, from anything which had transpired in this 
debate, or from anything in the history of this Gov- 
ernment, that it was seriously contemplated by any 
person, except as a matter of abstraction and the- 
ory, that this Government was to be maintained in 
time of peace by any other means than by duties 
onimports. It was true, many persons, at the pres- 
entday,were insisting on carrying back into the treas- 
ury the avails of the public lands, which, by an act 
of the last session of Congress, were diverted into 
another channel; but thé’ amount would not re- 
lieve them from the difficulty in which they were 
placed, for no individas zould show that, without 
a deviation from the principles of the compromise 
act, and an increase -f the duties above 20 per 
cent., sufficient revenue could be raised. For 
each of the next three years, the Government would 
require twenty-seven and a half millions of dollars 
net, Which must be made out of seventy-one mil- 
lions of imporis; and this would be given by 39 per 
cent. The gross imports, however, to raise that 
amount, would require one hundred and seven mil- 
lions, on which a horizontal tariff of 28 per cent. 
would give them the required amount. But there 
were certain free articles which no one would un- 
dertake to tax; and, by taking out those free arti- 
cles, ninety -four millions of imports would remain, 
which would give the necessary amount at 30 per 
cent. But the amount for re-exportation and draw- 
backs must still be deducted, and also the cost of 
collection; and, therefore, on seventy-one millions 
of imports, must twenty-seven and a half millions 
be raised for the necessary wants of the Govern- 
ment. A horizontal tariff on the seventy-one mil- 
lions, too, would lead to the exclusion of some ar- 
ticles, or would operate as a bounty on smuggling. 
It was, therefore, evicent, that, for the necessities 
of the Government, they must exceed twenty per 
cent., and thereby violate the principles of the 
compromise ac!; and they must discriminate; and, 
he contended, that as discrimination was inevitable, 
it should be resorted to for the purpose of fostering 
our own manufactures and products. By an elabo- 
rate statement, he showed that this protection of 
particular interests was not injurious to other in- 
terests of ihe country; and that articles of luxury 
were now enjoyed ata cheaper rate with protec- 
tion, than they would be furnished without it. 


Mr. J. THOMSON MASON obtained the door 
at half-past 4 o’clock; but he gave way tempora- 
rily to 

Mr. TILLINGHAST, who moved that the 
revenue bill be laid aside for the day, and that the 
House take up the Senate bill to provide for pub- 
lishing the account of the exploring expedition, &c. 

Mr. WISE said if the revenue bill was to be 
laid aside, there was a much more important bill 
than the one mentioned by the gentleman from 
Rhode Island, which he would move to take up— 
he alluded to the navy bill. [Cries of ‘Oh, no.”] 

Mr. CAVEJOHNSON moved that the commit- 
tee rise; on which 41 voted in the affirmative and 
73 in the negative, being less than a quorum. 

Tellers were then called for, and as only 22 
voted in the affirmative, the Chairman said it was 
evidently lost, and there was, also, evidently a 
quorum present. 

Some irregular discussion ensued, which was 
terminated by the withdrawal of Mr. Tituina- 
HAST’S inmotion. 

Mr. J T. MASON again moved that the com- 
mitice rise; on which the vote was taken by tellers, 
which showed that there was no quorum present. 

The CHAIRMAN left his seat and reported 
that fact to the House. 

Mr. BLACK moved an adjournment. 

Mr. W. W. IRWIN called for the yeas and 
nays. 
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Mr. BLACK said, if the yeas and nays were to 
be taken, he would withdraw his motion. 

Mr. ARNOLD moved a cali of the House; 
which was not carried. 

The motion to adjourn was then renewed, and 
Mr. W. W. IRWIN again called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. The result was— 
yeas 63, nays 43. 

The House adjourned at 5 o’cloci. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, July 7, 1842. 

Mr. MOREHEAD presented a memorial from 
het heirs of Benjamin R. Milam, praying confirm- 
ation of title to eleven leagues of land; which 
was referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

THE EXCHEQUER BILL. 


Mr. TALLMADGE said he rose for the purpose 
of giving notice that, on Monday next, he would 
move to postpone the general orders, fur the pur- 
pose of taking up the bill proposing to modify the 
several acts establishing the Treasury Department, 
commonly called the “‘ exchequer bill.” He gave 
this notice then, in the hope that gentlemen would 
be prepared to take the bill up atthattime. He 
thought it was pertinent to say that the bill had 
been postponed for a long time, for no other 
reason than that there were matters before the Sen- 
ate of a more pressing character. At the time the 
bill was introduced, the several resolutions of the 
late Senator from Kentucky [Mr.Clay] were occupy- 
ing the attention of the Senate. It was the wish 
on the part of all not to interfere with those resolu- 
tions. Since that time, the loan bill, the apportion- 
ment bill, the army and navy bills, and a variety of 
other matters, of pressing necessity and urgency, 
‘have taken up the time of the Senate. 4e deter- 
mined that it was not proper to move in this 
bill while those matters, which were deemed 
of a more immediate and pressing character, 
were pending. He believed that there was now no 
measure for the relief of the country, which more 
pressingly required the consideration of this body 
than the exchequer bill. He would therefore give 
notice that, on Monday, he would in good faith 
move to take up this bill, and press action until an 
expression of the opinion of the Senate was had 
upon it. 

Mr. EVANS presented a memorial from Cam- 
den, Maine, praying that no woods, except dye- 
woods, may be admitted free of duty hereafter; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SIMMONS presented the :nemorial of H. 
Russel) & Co., and Charles Potter, imporiers, of 
New York city, praying the refunding of certain 
duties; which was relerred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a memorial from 
a number of citizens of Pennsylvania, ascribing 
the present disasters of the country to the non-ful- 
filment of contracts, and the want of a proper cuar- 
rency in which to discharge debts. As a remedy, 
they pray Congress to create a large stock, io be 
distributed among the States and Territories; and, 
as a basis for its reimbursement, to piazge the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. PRESTON presented a memorial from a 
number of citizens of South Carolina, praying for 
the establishment of a certain mail-route, which, 
it was represented, would tacilita'e the progress of 
the mail between the South and Wesi: referred to 
the Committee on ihe Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. ARCHER, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which had been referred ihe bill for the 
reorganization of the Navy Depariment of the 
United States, reported the same back with a sub- 
stitute for the bill; which was or icred to be printed. 

Mr. A. also, from the same cominiitee, reported 
a bil! to prescribe the number of professors of 
mathematics in the navy of the United States, and 
for other purposes; which was read, and ordered 
to a second reading. 

Mr. WRIGHT, trom the Commiitee 


on Claims, 


to which hai been referved Howse bili entitled “An 
act,for the relief of Benjamin C. Rubecis,” reported 
the same back without amendment. 
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Nir. BAYARD, from the Commiitee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill for the repaving 
and repairing of portions of Pennsylvania ave- 
nue; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. EVANS, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of Joseph Mortison; which was read twice, 
and referred tothe Commitice on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GRAHAM, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which the petition of General Fernandez and 
Alexander Watson, and others, had been referred, 
praying indemnity for loss of property, reported a 
bill to provide for the setthkement of such claims 
and losses of properiy by reason of its wilitary oc- 
cupancy, in the Territory of Florida; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. MOREHEAD, from the select committee 
on the subject, reported a bill for the relief of 
Henry M. Shreve, and to authorize the purchase 
of his snag-boat; which was read, and orderei toa 
second reading. 

Mr. BAGBY asked the Senate to take up the 
resolution submitied by him, instructing the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs to investigate the allega- 
tid that John 2s ss had received upwards of 
$580,000 more than the contract price for remov- 
ing the Cherokee In lians west of the Mississippi. 

Mr. MOREHEAD hoped not 

Mr. BAYARD called the attention of the Senate 
to the condition of the business of the District of 
Columbia; which he wished considered to-day. 

Mr. BAGBY demanded the yeas and nays on 
the motioa to take up the resoluuon, which were 


ordered; and, the qu nest ion ing put, | the resolu- 
tion was taken up, by yeas 22, nays 10. It was 
then read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire what au tof money, in addition to the 
contract price, was paid to John Ress for the removal of the 
Cherokee Indiens to the west of the Mississippi; and for what 
additional services said amount, if any, was-paid; and that the 
committee have power to send for persons and papers, and re 


port the result of 
practicable delay. 

Mr. MOREHEAD gave it as his opinion that 
the cal! should be made directly on the War De- 
partment; fur if the subject was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs for investigation, that 
committee would cajl on the department for the 
record; and the info’mation, therefore, that wou!d 
be obtained, would be the same in both cases. He 
moved to modify the resolution so as to make it a 
call immediately on the Department of War. 


Mr. BAGBY observed, that when he first pro- 
posed the resolution, he had stated various, and, in 
his mind, quite sufficient reasons, for preferring an 
investigation of the Senate committee to a report 
from the Secretary of War. He had stated dis- 
tinctly that his information was, that John Ross 
had received and appropriated to himself money 
and property from the department to the amount of 
more than $580,000. Now his object was to as- 
certain the iacts; and although it may, as the Sen- 
ator from Keniucky seems to think it will be, a 
mere matter of form to reier the matter for investi- 
gation to the Commiitee on Jndian Affairs—since 
that committee, after all, will have to depend on 
the Secretary of War for information; yet he cou!d 
not help thinking that the appropriate channel of 


heir inquiries to the Senate with the least 


investigation was through one of the standing 
commitiees of Congress. The standing commit- 


tees of the Senate are its proper organs of investi- 
gation. The infvrmation they may obtain, no 
matter from whom, wiil enable them to report the 
facts as they appear to them; and the public will 
have more confidence ia that report, than in the 
statement of any individual not sabjected ‘o their 
inquiries. » had uo disposition to impose upon 
the standing committees any unnecessary or omer- 
ous additioval duty. But u did appear to him that, 
when a charge is made, involving great fraud 
somewhere, in relation to a large amount of public 
money—that money paid by one of the depart- 
men's, as alleged, on its »wn recponsibili'y—noth- 
ing could be more proper than that it should be 
mode the subject of investigation through one of 
the proper organs of this body—a standing com- 
mittee. Fie could not feel satisfied witb a direct 
relerence of the subject to the Secretary of War, 
because it would be, as it were, asking him to far- 
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* form he requit ed. 


GLOBE. — 


self. Ede { prefer that 
shouid be obtained in the 
The report of the committee, he 
had no doubt, would be presente d to the Sen ate in 
a form to entitle it to consideration. If the facts 
should be established as represented to him in the 
information he had received, it would turn out that 
this man (John Ross) bad received $580,000 for 
the Cherokee Indians, which has not been disiribu- 
ted to them. The G vernmeat of _the United 
States, in the mean time, is charged with injustice 
and oppression with regard to those Indians; and, 
he asked, was it right for the Senate to stand by, 
supinely, in the face of such charges, and allow 
those poor Indians to pine in beggary and exile in 
the Western Siates, awaiting the fulfilment of our 
obligations, while this man (John Ross) has, with 
impunity, been allowed to appropriate to his own 
use upwards of half a million of dollars, intended 
for establishing them in comfort and independence? 
Why shou!d he be allowed to pocket such a sum 
of money belonging to them, when the children of 
those Indians were erying in the wilderness for 
bread? Surely the inquiry is a subject well wore 
thy of the investigation of a standing committee of 
this body. 

Mr. B. said this was a corruption ! 
last Secretary of War [Mr. 
which he wished to investigate; and he cid not 
wish to make the present Secretary a witness 
against the late Secretary. He hoped, therefore, 
that the chairman of Indian Affairs [Mr. More- 
HEAD] would withdraw his oppositicn to the reso- 
lution in its original form. 

Mr. SEVIER was aware that there 
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nich preot against bin 
the informauon and tacts 


Wow 


» which the 
Bell] was a party, 


had been a 


areal se of controversy about this claim; and 
that it had been before the two late Secretaries of 
a essrs Butler and Poinsett) both of whom, he 

understood, had rejected it. The claim had since 
been more suecessiuily referred to the department, 
and there a!lowed-—he weuld not say without fur- 
ther information, whether righ'fally ornot, Enough, 
however, had been said about it to authorize an 
investigation; and he could not really see why 
there should be any opposition to it. He under- 


stood that John Ross complained very much of in- 
justice being doneto him. It would, therefore, ap- 
pear that it was due to all parties concerned—not 
only the Cherokee Indians and the War Depart- 
ment, but to John Ross himself—that a full inves- 
tigation and explanation should be made. 


Mr. MOREHEAD did not understand, when he 


opposed the resolution, that it was a grave charge 
of corruption which it was proposed to investigate. 
He did not understand before that there was any 


impeachment of the Secretary of War. 
au imputation of that sort, he would certainly, as 
one meniber of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
withdraw all objection. He withdrew the amend- 
ment, and the resolution was then adopted. 

Tre bill making appropriations for the support 
of the Indian Department was taken up as in com- 
mittee of the whole; but, at the reques st of Messrs. 


Bout, upen 


MOREHEAD and SEVIER, was postponed till 
morrow, 
The bill further supplementary to an act entitled 


hat act to establish the jadicia! courts of the United 
States,” passed the 24th of September, 1789, was 
read a third time; and the question being, “Shall 
the bill pass?” 

Mr. WRIGHT demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and the question being put, 
the bill was passed—yeas 20, nays 16, as fol- 


lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, 
Clayton, Crafts, Criuenden, Evans, Hunting Mangum, Mer. 
rick, Miller, Porter, Preston, Simmons, sinith of Indiana, 
Sprague, Tallmadge, and Woodbridge—20, ; 

NAYS—Messis. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calh vn. 
Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Stur. 
zeon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Woodbury, and Wiight—16 

[Tris bill provides that the Supreme Court shall 
have power to regulate ihe practice of the district 
and ei:cu't courts to sutts at common Jaw, or in ad- 
miraity, and ia equity, pending in said courts; and 
gives iull powcr and anthority to the Supreme 


Court to make and prescribe regulations to the dis- 
trict end circuit courts, as to the taxation and pay- 
ment of cosis, in all suits and proceedings therein, 
and to tax costs; and provides that ihe district courts 
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ot “of the United States shali have concarrent jurisdic- 
tion with the circuit courts, over all crimes or 
offences against the United States, the punishment 
of which is bot capital ] 

The following bills were then read the third 
time and passed, viz: 

The bill to provide for the reports of the decis- 
ions of the Supreme Ceurt of the United States. 

House bili entitled An act to amend an act enti- 
tled “An act for the relief of Chauncey Calhoun,” 
passed March 34, 1839. 

The bill for the relief of Fidelia Stevens. 

The bill for the relief of Elisha Burnett. 

The bill for the relief cf Wiiliam Polk. 

The bill to annex a part of the town of Tiverton, 
in the State of Rhode Island, to the collection dis- 
trict of Fall River, in the State of Massachusetts. 

The bill for the relief of Thomas Brownwell. 

The bill for the relief of Elizabeth Munro. 

House bill entitled An act for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Colonel Wm. Piatt. 

The bill for the relief of Beckford C. Matthews. 

House bill entitled An act granting a pension to 


| Sarah Decker, widow of Samuel Decker, de- 
ceased. 

House till entitled An act in favor of Ellen 
Turney. 


House bill eniitled An act for the reliet of Hul- 
dah Fariow. 

House bili entitled An act for the relief of Clar- 
issa Turney. 

House bill 
ther Parrott. 

The bill for the relief of Daniel G. Skinner, of 
Alabama. 

The bill for the relief of J. K. Tefft, administra- 
tor of Francis Didier Petit de Villers, deceased. 

On motion of Mr. BAYARD, all previous or- 
ders of the day were postponed for the purpose of 
taking up the b lls relating to the District ot Co- 
lumbia; when 

The bill to establish an insane hospital in the 
city of Washington was taken up asin ccmmit- 
tee of the whole. The bil! was amended in seve- 


entitled An act for the relief of Es- 


ral particulars, at the instance of the chairman of 


the Committee on the District of Columbia, (Mr. 
PBayarp,) to the effect that, instead of erecting a 
new buiding, the old jail should be appropri- 
ated to that object; and, also, that the grounds con- 
necied there'vith, and attached to the new jail, 
should be taken, enclosed, and beautified; and 
$10,000 were appropriated to carry the bill into ef- 
fect. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
~ amendments concurred in; and the question be- 

g, Shall the bill be ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading? 

Mr. WRIGHT said he did not oppose the ma- 
turing of the bill; but he would now ask the Sen- 
ate if it wasready to determine that they should erect 
in the city of Washington a national al.ushouse. 
When they began to make appropriations in this 
District for the support of insane personas, it was 
well recollected that, in less than one year, the 
number of insane persons was more than doubled. 
if a hospital for the insane should be erected in 
this Disirict, there was no doubt it would speedily 
be fiiled; though he did not believe that sucha 
thing ever existed as the estabiishment of a hospi- 
tal for the insane in a population such a3 this—of, 
he believed, not more than forty thousand. The 
State of New York, with a population of two mil- 
lions and a half, had but just completed her second 
eerie and the twe were quite as much as the 
whole State required. In the New England States, 
one [i r each State was considered altogether an ex- 
cess. And he thought, therefore, it was highly im- 
proper, unwise, and inexpedient, to commence the 
erection of a great national instituticn of this 
kind. 

Mr. BAYARD said ihe matter had been often 
debated, and he believed the necessity for such an 
establishment was quite #pparent. There were a 
number of insane persons confined in the jail of 
this District, because there was no suitable place 
for their reception. It was not intended that it 
should be a national establishment. The whole 
cost would not exceed $16,000—a less sum than 
would be required for the support of the insane 
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persons of this District, il they were to be sent else- 
where for salekeeping. Congress was charged 
with ihe reguiation of the municipal! affairs of this 
District; and it became their duty to make provision 
for the insane. 

Mr. TAPPAN made some remarks, which were 
not distinctly heard by the reporter. 

Mr. CALHOUN was opposed to the erection of 
an institation of this kind, which would, he be- 
heved, end ina large establishment, and he at- 
tendid with a large expenditure, to be drawn 
from the national funds, though it would be in its 
character purely local. Those who had the 
management of it, would have a direct interest in 
exlending the establishment from time to time; 
and they would have eventually a large institution 
to be supported, and to add a new source of Gov- 
ernment patronage. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

The bill from the House, incorporating the 
“National Institution for the Promotion of Sci- 
ence,’ was taken up, asin committee of the whole. 
An amendment, to prevent the institution from is- 
suing bank noies, &c., and an amendment, substi- 
tuiing the word * institute ” for “institution,” were 
adopted. The biil was thea reported to the Senate. 

Mr. SEVIER moved io sirike out the word 
“national,” for he saw no necessity for retaining 
the word “‘ national,” if the institution was intend- 
ed to be & local one. 

Mr. BAYARD said the institution was only in- 
tended to be national ia name, and not in juriscic- 
tion. It was only iniended to operate in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. BAGBY said, in relation to the name, as the 
honorabie Senator had stated, the parent most cer- 
tainly had the right to give it whatever name he 
might thiok proper ; but, callit by whatever name 
they pleased, he coniended that they bad no consti- 
tutional power to incorporate an institution of this 
kind, But, admitting the power, if they went on 
erecting “corporations in this way, they would 
come, at last, to have corporations for everything ; 
but he denied that there was any constitutional 
power vested in Congress to create a corporation 
of a national character. 


Mr. CALHOUN cencurred wih the Senator 
from Alabama, that Congress had not the power to 
Create such a corporation. It was not intended to 
de a corporation for ihe Distric!, as h: understood, 
dut for the nation; and he would be glad if the 
chairman of the committee which bad reported 
this bill would explain by what authority it was 
that Congress was justified in creating a national 
institute. 

Mr. BAYARD replied that, although the insti- 
tule bore a national name, it was intended to op- 
erate only in the District of Columbia. Tae name 
was a mere matter of taste and fancy, the object 
of the corporation was to enable the members of 
the institute to preserve and protect the property 
intrusted to their care more effectuaily than they 
otherwise could do. He believed the power of 
Congress was unquestionable; and as to the insti- 
tute bearing a national name, it was a thing in or- 
dinary use in respect to viher bodies corporate ; 
and, in fact, in this case it was peculiarly appro- 
priate, because (‘hough operating in this District 
alone) theobject of the instiiute was matter of na- 
tional importance. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

On motion of Mr. BERRIEN, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill providing fur- 
ther remedial justice in the district couris of the 
United States. 

The qvestion perding from Friday was on Mr 
Preston’s amendmett; but, before it was called 
for— 

Mr BERRIEN observed that he was desirous 
of making a verbal amendment to the fourth tine; 
it was after the words “United States,” to insert the 
words “in which a prisoner is confined.” 

This amendment was adopted. 

Tne gaestion then recurred cn Mr. Preston's 
amendment, which was to strike out from the bill, 
after the words habeas corpus, the following : 


| 


} 













MO ne ee 


“In all cases of any prisoner or prisoners in jail or confine- 
ment, where he, she, or they shall be committed or confined, 
or im custody, under or by any authority or Jaw, or process 
founded thereon, of the United States, or of any one of them, 
for or on account of any act done, or omitted to be done, under 
or by virtue of the Constitution, or any law or treaty of the 
Uniied States, or under color therecf, or for or on account of 
any act done or omitted under any alleged right, authority, title, 
privilege, protection, orexempuon, set up or claimed under 
the same.” 


Mr. PRESTON observed that it was not his 
purpose to debate the matter; but it seemed to 
him that the strongest objection to the bill was 
based on its tendency to trench upon the rights of 
the States. It was supposed that something was 
necessary to be done to relieve the General Gov- 
crament froin embarras:ments such as that of the 
Caroiine case. Believing, however, that these 
matters ought te proceed with great tenderness, it 
seemed to him that no more ought to be done than 
barely to meet difficulties singly as they occur. 
The judiciary act of 1787 was very carefully de- 
vised. This bill is intended to amend that act in 
two particulars. It proposes to add to the enume- 
rated cases others by which the district courts shall 
have original jurisdiction, and a further extension 
of the appellate jurisdiction. 

His object was to confine the present bill tocases 
exactly similar to the McLeod case; and he wou!d 
not proceed beyond the presence of a pressing evil. 
It was with that view he proposed to strike out all 
those cases specified in the portion of the bill he 
had moved to strike out, but leaving that pari pro- 
viding for the case of a foreign citizen imprisoned 
in any of the States, and pleading to act under the 
authority or sanction of a foreign sovereigniy. He 
also explained his reasons for having given notice 
to move to strike out the words “law of nations” 
wherever they occur in the bill; for, by their intro- 
duction, it would seem as if a greater latitude was 
given than the construction of the statutes of the 
United States would authorize. 


Mr. BERRIEN was aware that the question im- 
mediately before the Senate was that of the adop- 
tion of the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from South Carolina. But it was not pecsible to 
speak upon that, without going into the general 
subject. The bill proposes to extend the right of 
habeas corpus in the several cases therein stated, 
which he enumerated. The objection is, that the 
bill violates the sovere’gn rights of the States, be- 
cause it withdraws from their courts cases pending 
in them. But he had shown that these rights had 
been yielded in civil cases; and he had also shown, 
in a previous argument, that there was nothing, in 
principle, different from that concession in crimi- 
nal cases. In support of this position, he recapiiu- 
lated his own arguments on the introduction of the 
bill, and reviewed the arguments subsequently 
brought forward by the Senators from Pennsylva- 
nia and New York, [Mr. Bucnamwan and Mr. 
Wricar.] He also alluded to the arguments of 
the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Wa.xer } 

Mr. WALKER interposed to explain what he 
had contended: tt was, that the interposition ot 
Congress to transfer cases from the State courts to 
the United Staies courts, could extend no farther 
than to cases enumerated in the Consitituiion of ibe 
United States; and the first part cf the bill goes no 
farther. Bat the second part is based upon the 
law of nations and foreign authorities, not speci- 
fied in the Constitution. 

Mr. BERRIEN observed that he was then only 
alluding to the first part of the bill. He proceed- 
ed with his review. The principle of this bill is 
not to interfere with the right of trial by jury, be- 
cause that right belongs to the accused. The 
question really at issue is a collateral one, because 
ihe decisions to be obtained under it will not be 
final, but werely preliminary to trial, and not af- 
fecting the fujure right of trial by jury as to the 
matter of fac’. 

Mr. B., in the course of his remarks, comment- 
ed upon the assumptien that the vote on this 
bill would be a strict pariy vole—that is, it would 
be opposed by the members representing the great 
Democratic pariy, and supported by the represeni- 
atives of those who are opposed to that party. He 
admitted that there were individuals in ihe Demo- 
cratic party who might with consistency voie 
against the bill ; but to make opposition to it on 
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Democratic grounds, was utterly inconsistent with 
tne adoption ofa Jaw which he would read from 
the Sih volume of Debates, 


It was an act providing that, if any cause 
of prosecution arise in any of the States against 
an officer of the United States, for avy act 
done, or alleged to be done, by him in car- 
rying ont any provision of the revenue laws, 
it shall be 1emoved to the district courts of 
the United States. This, he contended, was a 
greater stretch of federal jurisdiction than any pro- 
posed inthis bill. He was aware that the Senator 
from Pennsylvania was absent from the country 
then, and did not participate in it. Butit came 
under the recommendation of a Democratic Presi- 
dent, and was adopted by a Democratic administra- 
tion. Since, then, the jurisdiction heretofore used 
has been far more offensive to the dignity and sove- 
reignty of the States than any thing proposed in this 
bill, he could see no just grounds for the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from South Carolina, 
[Mr. Preston.] The parts of the bill proposed to 
be strieken out heconsidered the most important in 
the bill. They extended federal protection to for- 
eigners temporarily found within cur limits and 
jurisdiction. ‘The power to do this was deducible 
from the law of nations; and the characier of the 
United States asa nation, claiming the rights of the 
law of nations, is involved in its discharge of the 
obligations :mposed upon it by the law of nations. 
This he illustrate’ by various authorities—such as 
Kent, Chief Justice Jay, (2d Dallas’s Reports, 
419 and 494.) showing that the United States had 
taken upon itself the responsibility of the law of 
nations. He argued from this, that the duties of 
a nation being imposed upon the United States by 
the Consiitution, the power to de all acts necessary 
to enable the National Government to fulfil those 
duties must be coexistent with the obiigation to 
perform the duties of a nation. 

He referred to the McLeod case, which was at 
one time ia a position likely to involve this coun- 
try in a war with Great Britain; and he argued 
that it was contrary to the spirit of the Constitution 
to suppose it could not have been intended to sanc- 
tion the right of the law of nations necessary to 
put it out of the power of a few individuals in one 
State of the Union to jeopard the interests, peace, 
and happiness of seventeen millions of people coms 
posing the whole confederation, but having no 
power to control the actions of those individuals, 
or that State. 

Mr. BUCHANAN called for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered. He remarked that he had 
himself intended to prepare an amendment, similar 
to the first proposed by the Senator from South Ca- 
rolina. -Fle hoped that amendment would prevail. 
It would leave the law just as it had been for half 
a century, in regard to citizens of the United States, 
without any complaint whatever, and would reach 
to the case which had originated this bill. 

He was cpposed to the whole bill; but, if it were 
to become a law, he would prefer to limit its opera- 
tion according to the amendment proposed, and not 
leave the courts exposed tu that wilderness of cases 
—as the Senator from Sonith Carolina had ex- 
pressed it—which would arise uader the bill as it 
now stands, giving a genera) jurisdiction, under 
the law of nations. He would give his vote in fa- 
vor of coufining the bill te those specific cases 
which it was originally intended to meet. 

Mr. CONRAD conceived the only difference be- 
tween the judiciary act and this bill, was the change 
from an appellate to an original jurisdiction. As 
he had never heard of any compiaint from a ciu- 
zen of the United S.ates as to the operation of the 
law heretofore in existeace, he wou'd vote for the 
amendment. 

Mr. WALKER ca'led the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the cifference between ihe first and the sec- 

ni parts of the bill. The one provides for all 
cates arising uncer the Constitution 
treaties of the United States; but 1h.” laws, and 
provides for cases not arising 4 second — 
Sen } a & Wider the Constitu- 
ee 4 * Or @ United Siates, but 
under the authority, con smission, or sanction of a 
FROGS POWER or the taw of nations. Indeed, the 
ee Ge’ srvia [Mr. Berries] frankly ad- 
mitted that A? ound no specific power iu the Const 








ga Sey ee saa SB 


earns te 


5 ee eee 


Sear e A ay So 


2 ae. eer 





oe 35 


err aa 


olin 


Cl ne 


tution fo authorize the second part of the 
pointed to a constructive 
laws to carry out enumerated powe: 


bill; Dut he 
power—that of making 


Where, in 


the Constitution, did he fina the enumerated power 
to be carried out by thislan? Hesays the powe;: 
arises cut of the law of natioas, by the obligations 


imposed upon ihe United Stairs as anation. He 
(Mr. W.) showed, by srgument, at considerabie 
length, tbat this position cou'd not be maintained, 
It would be going beyond anything ever assumed by 
Alexander Hamilton, becau<e it would be assuming 
that powers not enumerated by the Constitution 
might be derived from the law of nations. The 
true Issue Was, fo whom belonged the rights recog- 
nised by the jaw of nation:? To whom, but to the 
sovereign States themselves? for the Constitution 
could not confer such righis, any more than it could 
take them away; and the Siates never parted with 
any of their authority or rights but those specifica!- 
ly enumerated in the Constitution. 

Mr. BERRIEN said a few words ia explanation 
of his vote on the »mendment. 

: ; e 

The question was then taken on the adoption of 
the amendment, and resulted in the afirmative— 
yeas 21, nays 18, as foliows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Allen, Archer, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, 
Calhoun, Conrad, Crittenven, Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Man- 
gum, Preston, Sevier, Smith of Connect 
Siurgeon, Tappan, Wilcox, Wright, and Youns—2}. 

_NAYS fessrs. Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, Clayton, 
Crafts, Dayton, Evans, Graham, Huntington, Kerr, Merrick, 
Miller, Porter, Sprague, Tallmadge, White, and Woodbride: 

Q 


icut, Smith of Indiana, 


18. 

Mr. BERRIEN observed that the next amend- 
ment (in the 27ib line) reiated io the second part 
of the bill, being to strike out the words “law of 
nations.” 

The CHAIR said that the question would be 
taken on the first of these propositions, 

_ Mr. BERRIEN confised himself to the proposi- 
tion to strike out the “law of nations;” and pointed 
out that the “sanction” ot ioreign sovereignty 
could not grow out of anything but the law of na- 
tions. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN did not coneur with the 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee that the 
words “under the law of natious” were at all ne- 
cessary; they could only tend to embarrass the sub- 
ject. It would be sufficient for the acensed to show 
to the court that he acted under the authority or 
sanction of his sovereignty. It seemed to him ‘hat 
the terms “unde; ‘aw of nations” would limit 
the rights of the ac and could have no bene- 
ficial effect. 

The amendment w: 18, noes 20. 

Mr. PRESTON moved to amend the bill in the 
25ih line, by striking out “the validity and effect 
otf which depend upon the law ct nations.” 

Mr. BERRIEN considered this amendment more 
objectionable than the one just rejected. Ii thi 
phrase be now stricken out, a great difficulty may 
arise. Suppose a spy shows the authority of bis 
sovereign? Is he to get the benefit of it, contrary 
to the law of nations? : 

Mr. CRITTENDEN thooght the amendment 
ought to prevail. Theclass of cases is siated to 
which it applies. The judge is to consider the 
facis, and decide upon them according to the laws; 
and he will do so in fuli view of the jaws of na- 
lions, for he must include them, as well as the mu 
bicipal laws. Each country has a right to defins 
for itself what shall be the law of nations binding 
upon it; and he would not give a jadge authority to 
go beyend what Congress may define to be the law 
of nations. 

Mr. BERRIEN was very sorry this bill bad not 
had the deliberate consideration of the Senator 
from Kentucky, because he was satisfied, if it had, 
he would be cf a different opinion. He (Mr. B.) 
nad giver it his most mature deliberation, and he 
was perfectly satisfied the phrases excepted against 
were essential. Heeniered into elaborate argr- 
ments to prove this 

Mr. HUNTINGTON had a single word to say. 
It was. in effect, that he disepproved of strikin 
out a phrase that was inun 
tela. 

Mr. PRESTON contended that the authoriti 
required io be shown should be ia eonformity wiih 
the law of nations, and could not sanction anythiag 
contrary to them; but he was opposed to this mode 


> rejected—aye: 


luced ex abundan’i can- 
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oi adopting the law of nations in general terms, 
leading to a wilderness uf undefinabie legisiation. 

The question, then, was taken on the amead 
ment, and it was rejecied—ayes 17, no-s 21. 

Mr. PRESTON asked if it was competent to 
propose an amendment including his former 
amendm2ni?—it was, to strike out from the word 
“omitied,” in the twenty-first line, to the word 
” in the twenty-third line. 

The CHAIR thought it was in order. 

Mr. BERRIEN observed that it was the same 
question, as aduzitted by the Senator. 

Mr. KING remarked that 1i was competent to 
move to strike out any portion of the bill, though 
including a former decision. 

The CHAIR remarked that it came within the 
rule. 

Mr. BUCHANAN observed that it would take 
away the wilderness of jurisdiction consequent un- 
on enacting the law of nalions as part of the code 
of the Unite’ Siates. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN suggested that, as the ob- 
ject was mercly to record the yeas and nays, the 
whole difficuliy could be met by some gentleman 
who had voted against the amendment to move a 
reconsideration. 

Mr. MERRICK, to accommodate the gentl:- 
man, would move a recoxsideration, 

Mr. PRESTON having withdrawn his motion, 

The Senate, on motion of Mr. MERRICK, 
agreed to reconsider the vote on the amendment; 
and the question recurred on Mr. Preston’s 
second amendment, to strike out the words ‘‘under 
the law of nations,” on which the yeas and oays 
were called, and it resulted yeas 21, nays 20, as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Critienden, Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Mangum, Preston, Sevier, 
Smith of Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, Sturgeon, Tappan, 
Walker, Wilcox, Woodbury, Wright, and Young—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, Claytor 
Conrad, Cratts, Dayton, Evans, Graham, Huntington, Kerr 
Merrick, Miller, Porter, Simmons, Sprague, ‘Tallmadge, White, 
md Woedbridge—20 

So the amendment, on reconsideration, was 
adopted. 

Mr. WALKER moved to amend the bill by in- 
serling in the 2st line, after the word ‘ act,” the 
words “during a period of war with such foreign 
state, and In prosecution of such war.” 

Mr. W. :aid he would barely siate that this 
amendment confines the operations of the bill to 
the very class of cases specifid by Mr. Madison 
in the Virginia report. It the McLeod case was a 
case arising while a war was pending between 
Great Britain and the Uniied States, it would then 
come Within the cases put by Mr. Madison; if not 
acase of war pending, then he had ko right to 
claim exemption under the law of nations. He 
demanded the yeas and nays on the amendment; 
which were ordered. 

Tce question was then put, and the amendment 
was rejected by yeas 17, nays 25, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Stur- 
reon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Woodbury, Wright, and 
yA e—_ Messrs Archer, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Crafis, Crittenden, Dayton, "vans, Graham, 
ngum, Merrick, Miller, Porter, Preston, 


“or, 





Huntington, Kerr, Ma 
Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, White, and 
Woodbridge—2Z5 

Mr. PRESTON, for the purpose of carrying out 
xinciples of bis last am ndment, which was 
pied, moved to strike out from the 27th line of 
the billthe words “by the Jaw of nations.” 

{ impropriety of 
the change, and further insisted that the amend- 
ment was not then in order. 

The CHAIR ruled the amendment out of order. 
The question thea arose on ordering the bill to 
be engrossed for a third reading. 
Mr. CHOATE :aoved that the Senate adjourn; 
{ the question being pat, the moiion was dis- 


oree tr 
a aj 


ine question recurris “Shall the bill be or- 
it > engrossed for a third reading?” 

Mr. W ALK KR deman! d th ycas and nays, 

1; ana the question being put, 

to ve engrossed, by yeas 25, 
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ich were orderes 
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nays 17, as follows: 


YEAS—Messers. Archer, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Graham, 
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Huntington, Kerr, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Porter, Preston, 
Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, White, 
and Woodbridge—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Stur- 

on, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Woodbury, Wright, and 
Young—17. 

Mr. ARCHER, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill providing for the establish- 
ment of schools of instruction in the naval service 
of the United States; which was read and ordered 
to a second reading. 

On motion of Mr. MERRICK, (after giving 
notice that he would, on to-morrow, ask the Senate 
to go into the consideration of executive business,) 
the Senate adjvurned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuorspay, July 7, 1842. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL submitted the follow- 
ing reso'ution, and moved to suspend the rules for 
its reception, on which he called for the yeas and 
nays: 

Resolved, That, till next Tuesday, on any motion to adjourn 
before six o’clock in the afternoon, the Speaker shall order the 
ayes and noes to be taken; and no motion to adjout n before that 
hourof that day shall be carried, unless the votes of two-thirds 
of the members present be given for it 


Mr. FILLMORE said if the gentleman would 
alter itso as to provide that no motion to adjourn 
shall be in order until 6 o’clock, he would vote 
for it. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL accepted the modifica- 
tion. 

Mr. WISE said he would vote for it witha 
modification to make it unlawful for members to 
eat. 

Mr. WELLER objected to the resolution. 

Mr. INGERSOLL pressed his motion to suspend 
the rules. 


The SPEAKER informed the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. C. J. Inczrsouy) that, as it was 
a resolution which contemplated an alieration of 
the rules, it required one day’s notice. 

Mr. J. C. CLARK suggested that, as the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania had accepted the modifi- 
cation of the gentleman from New York, (Mr. 
Fittmore,] the latter pari of the resolution was 
unnecessary. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL then gave ihe neces- 
sary notice to amend the rules, as foilows: 

Resolved, That, till Tuesday next, no motion to adjourn 
sliall be in order before six o’clock in the aflernoun, 

The resolution lies over until to-morrow. 

THE TARIFF. 


The House then resolved itself inte a Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
McKennan in the chair,) and proceeded with the 
consideration of the bi!l to provide revenue from 
imports, and to change and modify existing laws 
imposing duties on imports, and for other pur- 

oses, 

The CHAIRMAN stated the pending question, 
which is as follows: 

When the committee rose on yesterday, the state 
of the question was this: The following item (No. 
1) of the biil beiag under consideration: 


“Be it enacied, &c., That from andafter the 30th day of June 
next, in lieu of the duties now imposed by law on the articles 
hereinafier mentioned, and on such as nay now be exempt from 
duty, there shall be levied, callected, and paid, the following du- 
ties, that is to say: 

“First. On wool manufactured, the value whereof at the Jast 
port or place from whence exported to the United States shall ex- 
ceed eight cents per pound, shail be levied a duty of thirty per 
cent. ad valorem.” 

Mr. SattonstaLL had moved to strike out the 
said ‘tem, and insert, in lieu thereof, a portion of 
the bill reported from the Commitiee on Manufac- 
tures. 

{Nors.—This motion enibraced the whole 
the following modifications: 

Io the first item of the proposed amendment, the words 
“thirtieth day of July’? were substiiuted for the words “thirtieth 
day ol ia.” age 

And the last section, which is in the following words, was 
stricken out: 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That ifany person shall, 
knowingly an! wilfully, with intent to defraud the revenue of 
the Unired States, smuggle or clancestinely introduce into the 
United States any goods, wares, or merchandise subject to duty, 


of that bill, with 


by law, and whicu should have been invoiced, without paying 
or accounting for the duty, or shall make out or pass, or at- 
tempt to pass, through the cusiom-house, any false, forged, or 
fraudulent invoice, every such perso), his, her, or their aiders 
and abetters, shall be deemed guilty co! a misdemeanor, and, on 
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convicuion thereol, shall be Hable to a fine or imprisonm 
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’ | ig ot (| harmony which ought to bave prevailed, and espe- 
both; the fine nat to exceed five thousand dollars, or the iffpris- 


onmert two years. ] 


And the pending question was on the amendment 
of Mr. SatronsTa.u. 


Mr. J. THOMSON MASON, who was enti- 
tled to the floor, occupied nearly an hour with an 
able speech in opposition to a high protective 
tariff. 

Mr. WM. COST JOHNSON, after a few pre- 
liminary remarks, said that he should take this op- 
portunity to apprize the committee that, at the first 
moment allowed him, be should offer a resolution 
calling fora select committee for the purpose of 
taking into consideration the present interests of 
the country, and to report a bill providing for giv- 
ing relief both to the General and State Govern- 
ments. If the House should grant him that com- 
mittee, he should not offer any amendment to the 
bill under consideration; but, if it should refuse to 
do so, he should briug forward his proposition in 
the most formal and distinct manner, as an amend- 
ment to the bill, before it was disposed of. He 
would say to gentlemen of every party here, that 
all efforts would be vain and fruitless to keep this 
question from bold and free inquiry. To atiempt 
to hide it, and exclude it from ihe public gaze and 
public consideration, would be vain and nugatory. 
They might as well attempt to stifle the hoarse 
voice of Boreas, or bid the mighty Mississippi 
cease to flow on, as it wou!d forever. He regard- 
ed the question as one broader and deever than 
any one of those which divided the different par- 
ties of the country. If gentlemen were anxious, at 
this early period, to record their names against it, 
he was us anxious to give them the opportunity. 

Mr. J., in the course of his remarks, gave an 
Outline of the plan he intended to propose, viz: 
that Government stocks should be issued, bearing 
a particular interest; and that theve stocks should 
be given to the States (as well to those indebted as 
to those out of debt) toan smount not, perhaps, 
sufficient to give them ample relief, but sufficient, 
with the aid of their own resources, to enable them 
to meet their engagements, and re-establish their 
credit. 


The States not indebted would have the interest 
of the stocks given them, as also the principal, 
when finally redeemed, to apply to such objects as 
they deemed most for their advantage; so that both 
the indebted and non-indebied States would be put 
on a footing of perfect equality: the public lands 
to be pledged for the redemption of the principal 
and interest of the stucks so issued. 

As a further part of his plan, Mr. J. would pro- 
pose a tariff laid for the purpose of giving ave- 
quate protection to domestic manufactures. He 
thought that a calm and deliberate examination 
would be sufficient to induce any statesman to be- 
lieve that his plan was at once simple, and, in its 
consequences, benign and salutary. He would not 
discuss it, but would sey, in advance, that the ques- 
tion of constitutionality would hardly ve raised by 
aoy party. Mr. J. said that his plan, so far from 
being a novel one, had the benefit of several pre- 
cedents in the history of the Government to rec- 
ommend it: and he then referred to the assumption 
by the Federal Government of the revolutionary 
debts of the States; and to the treaties of 1783 and 
1794, in which provision was made for enabling 
individual creditors in England to recover debis 
from individuals in this country. Healso referred 
te the assumption by Congress, a few years ago, of 
the Holland deb: due by tle corporate cities of the 
District of Columbia. Mr. J. then continued his 
argument in favor of his plan of assumption up 
to the expiraticn of his hour. 

Mr. GAMBLE then got the floor. Le regretted 
that party politics had been introduced into the dis- 
cussion of a great question like this. It appeared 
to him that gentlemen came herc as diplomatists 
froin the differeni sections of the Union, ‘o see who 
could get the most. He thought gentlemen should 
consider it with patriotic motives, determined to 
impose a tax for the benefit of the Government, and 
atthe same tme the gencral welfare, without pe- 
culiar privileges to any section. He therefore re- 
gretted that any thing had occurred to disturb that 
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cially that such disturbance should have come from 
bis own State. He had heard with regret the re- 
marks of his colleague [Mr. Cooper] on yesterday. 
He had hoped that, however any oi his colleagues 
differed on any other subjects, they would be 
united on that of a protective tariff, and would 
not introduce party conflicts in the halls of legisla- 
tion. These party conflicts should be settled at 
home; and his colleague, he thought, had been ra- 
ther gratuitous in reading him a heme lecture upon 
the course which he ought to pursue. 


Fe, 


be gentleman [Mr. Coorer] well knew that he 
was elected by the opponents of Mr. Van Buren, 
but had sinee deserted. The assertion that he (Mr. 
G.) had preached one dectrine at Lome, and prac- 
ised another here, was entirely unfounded. What 
were the principles on which his colleague now 
acted, and which party did he belong to? Mr. G. 
proceeded to answer this question, and define the 
position of his colleague, who, he said, had once 
opposed Mr. Van Buren, and then supported him, 
with all the sins on his head, and with the same 
objections for which his colleague formerly de- 
nourced him. He reviewed the administration of 
Mr. Van Buren and its measures—the Hooe case, 
standing army, public expenditures, abuses in the 
departments, &c.—for the purpose of fixing the 
charge of inconsistency on his colleague, for 
coming to the support of such an administration. 

Having traced the connexion of his colleague 
with Mr. Van Buren, he then proceeded to show 
that Lis colleague had recently formed a coalition 
with Mr. Tyler. 

Mr. M. A. COOPER denied that his colleague 
had any authority for charging a coalition between 
himself and the Tyler party. He supported Mr. 
Tyler when he was right, but belonged only to the 
Democratic party. 

Here Mr. WISE requested the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. GamBLE] to define what he meant by 
the Democratic party. He (Mr. W.) had always 
professed himself to be a Democrat. 

Mr. GAMBLE proceeded, and remarked that 
an overtore had lately been made by the Tyler 
party ia Philadelphia to the Democratic party, 
which was rejected. 

Mr. PROFFIT was understoed to deny the 
fact. 

Mr. GAMBLE then read a toast tendered by a 
committee from the Fyler dinner- party, on the 4th, 
to the Democratic dinner-party on the same day, 
complimenting the Democratic party as friends; to 
which sentiment Colonel Page, in behalf of the 
Democrats, replied that they wou!d support the 
President when he was rigi:t, but, as a party, their 
course was independent and onward; and they 
seught entangling alliances with no one. This 
answer was worthy of the Democratic party, and 
he hoped they would stick to it. 


He then went into a history of the compromise 
act, and the course cf Mr. Tyler on the tariff; 
contending that the President could not be claimed 
as an anti-tariff man. He eulogized ihe course 
ot Henry Clay in 1833, and prior to his leaving 
the Senate, when he introduced his retrenchment 
resolutions. The Whigs, he contended, had come 
into power just atthe time when the extravagance 
of the preceding Administration had brought the 
country in debt. It now became their duty to put 
their shoulders to the wheel, and impese such a tax 
as vould revive its resources. For doing this, he 
koew they would be abused and denounced; but 
they should heed it not. He concluded with an 
argument agaiust the protective system, which he 
maintained should not be encouraged, although a 
revenue tariff was necessary. He entered inio 
some statements to show tbat the manufacturer 
were prosperous, and could afford to pay bigh 
weees—iauch higher than could be paid by the 
cotton growers of the South. 


Mr. PAYNE, after some observations on the 
importance of the subject under discussion, said 
that the manufacturing interests alone appeared to 
have been looked to, to the neglect of ali others. 
At ihe extra session, the necessity for a high tariff 
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appeared to be the object; and new another propo- 
sition for the assumption of the State debts was 
designed to add grea'ly to that necessity, and enor- 
mous duties would consequently be required. The 
object evidently was to establish a protective tariff, 
forthe sake of proection. By an adroit legisla: 
live movement, the bill of the Committee of Ways 
and Means was made to take precedence of the bill 
ot the Committee on Manufactures, (the protective 
commitice being made secondary to that whose duty 
more immediately was the production of revenue, ) 
to obviate a difficulty which gentlemen might an- 
licipate; but the difference in the bills was so im- 
material, that he should confine his remarks to the 
bill designed for protection. This bill, then, ona 
large portion cf articler, imposed a duty of 100 
per cent.; and he should be glad to know the object 
of this. It could not be revenue; for it would re- 
sult in exclusion, and constitute a monopoly to the 
manufacturer. He had prepared a table on that 
subject, to which he would call the attention of the 
commitiee. It was as follows: 


A imports goods worth - $100 00 
Duty to Government, at 100 per 











cent. : - - 100 00 
Custom-house cost ofsaid goods 200 00 
Profit of importing merchant 

upon said goods, at 20 per 

cent. - - - 40 00 
B, the retail merchant, pays for 

said goods - - - 240 00 
Profit of B, at 50 per cent. - 120 00 

$360 00 

The following would be the cost of said 

goods exclusive of duty: 
A imporis goods amounting to $100 00 
Profitof A, at 20 per cent. - 20 00 
B, the retail merchant, pays for 

said goods - - - 120 00 
Profit of B, at 50 per cent. - 60 00 
Costto the consumer of said goods 180 00 
Difference of cost in favor of the con- 

sumer - - - 


- $180 00 





Now, regarding this as a tax, it was tremendous; 
and it showed that the object was exclusively to be 
protection. 


But he proposed to examine another article, to 
prop , 
show that the same object was kept in view. He 

alluded to the article of iron. 


A importsirop,amounting to - $100 00 





Duty paid by Aonsaidiron - 48 00 
143 00 
Profitof A upon the above sum, 
at 20 per cent. . - 29 60 
B, the retail merchant pays for 
said iron thissum + - 177 60 
Profit of B upon the above sum, 
ai 50 per cent. - - 88 80 








Paid by the consumer of the above iron - $266 40 
The following would be the cost of 

said iron to the consumer, when no duty 

or tax is imposed by this Government: 

A importsiron, amounting to - $100 00 

Profit of A, the importing mer- 








chant, at 20 per cent. - 20 00 
B, the retail merchant, pays for 
said iron - - - 120 00 
Profit of B, the retail merchant, 
upon the cost of the above 
iron, at 50 per cent. - - 60 00 
Cost to the consumer, exclusive of duty ~. jag 90 
Difference in cost to the consu” pr of 
$100 of iron, exclusive of duty - 86 40 


Here, also, Was an eD0r gous tax on the con- 
But there was th ¢ article of salt: 


sumer. 
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A imports saltamvounung to - $100 00 
Duty paid to Government - 125 00 


Custom-house cost of said salt, 225 00 


Profit of importer, at 4) per ct. 45 08 
B, the retail merchant, pays for 
said sali - . - 270 00 


135 00 


Profit of B, at 50 per ceat. 


Cost to the consumer - 
Cost of said salt, exclusive of duty: 
A imports salt amounting to” - 4100 00 


Profit of A, at 20 per cent. - 20 00 
B, the retail merchant, pays for 

Said salt - - - 120 00 
Profit of B, at 50 per cent. - 60 00 





Cost to the consumer, exclusive 


of duty - - - 180 00 


Difference of cost to consumer exclusive 

of duty—less ~ - ~ $225 00 

This, likew.se, was a tremendous tax on the 
consumer; and, he understood, without being cf 
great benefit to the treasury. 

He alluded to this tax in its operation in the 
curing of hogs and the production of bacon, as 
well as in several domestic uses; and then proceed- 
ed to the feature of the bill which might be regard- 
ed as ifs revenue feature, by which the 30 per cnt. 
taxes were imposed; and here he referred to a ta- 
ble to show the operativa on the consu:ier of the 
30 per cent. duties. 

A imports goods amounting to - $100 00 
Duty imposed by Government 





on said goods - - 30 00 
Warehouse cost of said goods - 130 GO 
Profits of A upon warehouse 

cost of said goods, at 20 per 

cent, : : - 26 00 
Paid by B, the retail merchant, 

for said goods - - 156 00 
Profit of B upon said goods, at 

50 per cent. - - - 78 00 





Cost to the consumer under a duty of 
30 per cent. - - - - $234 00 
The estimate: cos' of the same goods 
to the consumer. when no duty 
posed by Governmeut, would be— 
A imports gocs amounting to - $100 00 
Profit of A, at 20 per cent. - 20 00 


B, the retail merchant, pays for 


Was lt. 





said goods - : - 120 00 
Profit of B, at 50 per cent. - 60 06 
Cost to the consumer, excinsive of the 
duty - . . - 180 00 


Difference of cost to the consumer, exclu- 
siveofduty - ° - _ 

Over one-half less the goods cost, exclusive of a 
duty of 31 per cent., than they do when said duty 
is imposed. Thisis a tremendous tax—such as 
no people under heaven ought to pay in peace; 
in war, itis adifferent question, for the Govern- 
ment must then be detended at any cost, no matter 
how greai. 

This was a question between the consumer and 
the manufacturer. He had not taken an opportu 
nity of examining the amount of articles consumed 
in the different States of this Union; but 
were some facts with which he would trouble the 
commitiee. He would take his own Siate as aa 
example, for he cou.d speak freely of her. The 
imports of Alabama might be taken at $18,000,000 
per annum; and he inferred her impertations ex- 
ceeded her exports, because the balarce of trade 
was always against her, as was proved by the 
fact that exchange was always agains! her. But 


$54 00 


tnere 


assuming that the imports were a3 much obly as the 
exports, under the 30 per cert. dunes, Alabama 
would lose, ase consueer, $9,720,000—and this 
under revenue duties. 


Bacif he took the whole 





CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 











southera portion of the Union, what were ihe et- 
fects? The whole South exported 2,000,000 bales 
of cotton, worth 830 per bale; making a total of 
$60,000,000. He apprehended the balance of 
trade was against the South; but assuming it to be 
equal, what was the loss to the consumer? The 
loss upon the consumption of the imports would be 
$32,400,000; and yet gentlemen toid them they 
must protect the manufacturing establishments of 
the country, or the country itself would be injured. 
But what was the amount of consumption of the 
cotton of the South in the manufacturing estab- 
lishmen!s existing in this country, which 1f was so 
important to the people to protect? Why, accord- 
ing to a memorial found in the report of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Manufactures, 300,000 
bales of cotton werc manufactured at home, which, 
at $30 per bale, amounted to $9,000,000; which 
deducted from $32,400,000, the loss on the con- 
sumpuon of Southern imporis left a loss still of 
$13,400,000. Now it must be evident that it 
would be better for the South to present the coiton 
to the home meanvfaciuring est2blishments, if, in 
return, they could have secured to them free trade. 
He was satisfied the South wou'd concent when she 
comprehended the enormi'y of the systeim. 

He then replied to the oft-repeated observation, 
that unless the Southern cotton growers tock care, 
the East India cotton would monopolize the mar- 
ket; and remarked, that, with an approximation 
even to a system of free trade, they bed nething 
to fear from either the East Indies of e'se where. 

He then propose d to Jook at the subject in refer- 
ence to another section of this Union—Kentucky, 
of whose agricultural products one cf her distin- 
guished members had kindly given bim @ state- 
men'. From that statement, it appeared that the 
estimated value of her agricultural products for the 
year 1841 was $79,505,151. It would be difficult 
for him to asceitain what amount of these were 
consumed, without being exchanged for dutiable 
articles; but he shouid apprehend that one-fourth, 
at least, were exchanged—leaving three-fourths for 
consumption by those who produced them. Ta- 
king that, then, as the basis cf his calculation, the 
amount left to be exchanged for dutiable articles 
would be $19,876,288; and the loss to Kentucky, 
(the balance of trade beirg against her,) upon that 
would be $11,133,195. 





sum, at 306 percent duty, 
That was the duty which she paid fcr this protee- 
tion. But there was a drawback, certainly; for she 
received protection, in return, for some of ber ar- 
ticles—take her hemp, for instance. The value 
of hemp produced in Keniucky amoun'ed to 
$1,147,510; for the sake of protection to which, she 
submitied to Jose arnually $11,133,195. But 
these were not all the evidences of her loss which 
exist. There was her live-stock interest, which 
amounted to the value of $58,050,995, which found 
a market in the South, but more particularly in the 
region of the valley cf the Mississippi, and aot 
in the region to protect whose interest she paid 
$11,133,195. Was i! not strange, then, that Ken- 
tucky snouid agree to the suicidal policy, not only 
ot taxing her own peopie, but of taxing taose to 
whom ste sells, and thereby ciminishing thei 
means, for the purpose of fosiermg those from 
vhom she buys? . 

The honorable gentleman then took a broad 
and comprehensive view of the effect of the pro- 
posed system on every part of the Union. He 
showed its effect on the farmers of the manufac- 
turing States, and wpen the manufacturers them- 
selves, by the loss of the Southern market, and 
the buiiding up of c unter-interesis; and was pro- 
ceeditg with a powerlul and convincing argument, 
rinan’s mace ane 


Which the rule 


when the falling o the Cra 
nounced the expiration of toe lime 
allowed to him. 

Mr. EVERETT aidtresved the committee at 
great length ia a protective ta:iff; but 
he was too imperiectiy heard by the reporter to be 
reported correctly. . 

Nir, W. W. IRWIN agread euh the gentleman 
from Vermont, (Mr. Evexert,] thet, however this 
qucstion might be decided, 1 snow d be permanent- 
ly settled. He believed that most of the embar- 
rassment of the country had resalted trom the flue- 
tuation which had existed tn its revenue for some 
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vears past. He heped the question would be set- 
UAW, anc there would not hereafter be gradations, 
as during the Cperation of the compromise act. 
He argued against the expediency and practicabili- 
ty of excises and direct taxes. Had a proper sys- 
tem of impost duties been carried oul during the last 
ten years, and the expenditures of the Government 
met without the issue of treasury-notes, he believed 
that the present embarras‘inz posture of affairs 
would not exist. 

E+ referred to the state of feeliag on the subject 
of the tariff in his own district, and stated the con- 
tents of a memorial which he had received. That 
memorial (he said) was acopted by a meeting at 
which men of all parties attended, aad the most 
prominent personages of the Democratic party 
were conspicuous. It took strong ground in favor 
of protecting American industry against the labor 
of the half-starved paupers of Europe. Mr. J. 
Stated that the manufacturers of Pennsylvania were 
subjected to the harsh enactments of England prior 
to the American Revolution. No sooner was the 
war over, than the State, before she surrendered 
the power of laying imposts, spread upon her 
statuie-books enactments for the protection and 
encouragement of her manufactures. 


He replicd to the argument of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Kennepy] against the manu- 
faciuring system, and the vice prevailing among a 
manufacturing community. He contended that 
the manufacturing towns were patterns of morali- 
ty, peculiarly freed from crime, abounding in 
churches, literary institutions, and academies. 

Mr. J. closed his remarks with an argument to 
prove that an increase «f the duties on imports 
would not cause an increase in the price of the ar- 
ticles on Which such duties were imposed. 

Afier Mr. I. bad concluded, 

Mr. BLACK obtained the floor, and moved that 
the committee rise. 

The CHAIR suggested that the gentleman 
should go on this evening, as so many gentlemen 
desired to address the Chair. 

Mr. BLACK then intimated his intention to pro- 
ceed, and spoke during his hour, mostly in reply to 
the remarks of his colicague, [Mr. Gamsie.] Mr. 
B. said he would take occasion to write out his re~ 
marks. 

Mr. M. BROWN then obtained the floor, and 
commenced a speech of an hour, amidst numerous 
cries of “rise,” ‘‘adjourn”—55 members being 
present. He addressed the committee in opposition 
to the measures of President Tyler, and in favor 
of an increase of the duties on imports, as well as 
a distribution of the land fund. 

After he had concluded, 

Mr. GWIWN ob‘ained the floor; and, on his mo- 
tion, the committee rose, and reported progress. 

A number of bills from the Senate were read 
twice, and referred. 

A bill for the relief of Alexander Hamilton: re- 
ferred tc the Commiitee on Foreigu Affairs, 

A bill to refund to the State of Massachusetts 
certain sums disbursed by that State during the late 
war with Great Britain: referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

A bill for the relief of certain citizens in Lafayette 
county, Arkansas: referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

A bill for the relief of Isabella Hill and others: 
referred to the Commitice on Public Lands. 

A bill to amend the act entitled An act to pro- 
vide for the payment of horses and other property 
destroyed in the Fiorida war: referred to the Com- 
miitee on Military Affairs, (after an ineffectual 
effort on the part of Mr. Cnarman to have it acted 
on immediately.) 

A bili for the relief of a certain company of the 
Michigan militia: referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

A billtor the relief of the legal representatives 
of John Scoit: referred to the Committe on Indian 
Affairs. 

A resolution for the relicf of Ferdinand Pe'trich: 
referred to the Library Committee. 

A bill to define and establish the fiscal year of 
the treasury of the United § ates: referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Mezas. 

A bill to authorize the commissioners on the part 
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of the States of Indiana and Illinois to select a cg- 
tain quantity of !and in lieu of other land hereto- 
fore granted for the location of the Wabash and 
Erie canal: referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. 

A bill to authorize a settlement of the accounts 
of Joseph Nourse: referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

A bill for the relief of Elisha Person : 
to the Commitiee on the Pablic Lands. 

A bill to autherize the commissioners of Linn 
County, lowa, to enter, by legal division, one 
quarter section of land on which the county seat is 
located: referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

A bill for the relief of Zachariah Jellison: re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

A bill for the relief of W. R. Davis: referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

A bill to provide for the settlement of certain ac- 
counts for the support of government in Wiscon- 
sin Territory, and for otber purposes: referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a num- 
ber of communications from the executive depart- 
ments of the Government, viz: 

A communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, transmitting the annual statement of the 
amount paid to counsel for assisting the district al- 
torneys of the United States: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Expenditures. 

A communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, transmitting copies of ihe circulars recently 
issued to the custom-house officers, prescribing the 
mode in which duties should be collected on im- 

orts: referred to the Committee of Ways and 
eans, and ordered to be printed. 

A communication from the War Department, 
in answer to a resolution of May 26, requesting 
copies of all correspondence between the Depart- 
ment and the commanding officer in Florida: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A communication from the Post Office Depart- 
ment, transmitting, in accordance with the 22d sec- 
tion of the act of 1836, reorganizing the depart- 
ment, a list of all fines imposed and deductions 
made from the pay of mail contractors during the 
past year: laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 

The SPEAKER also presented a memorial from 
the claimants generally, asking the attention of 
Congress to their demands: referred to the Com: 
mittee of Claims, and ordered io be printed. 

On motion of Mr. RIGGS, the House adjourned 
at 4 past 6 o’clock, after a session of eight hours 
and a quarter. 


referred 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, July 8, 1842. 


On motion of Mr. SMITH of Indiana, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papersof Hiram Lewis be 
taken from the files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 


THE REVENUE AND HOME VALUATION. 

Mr. PHELPS remarked that, a few days since, 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Woop- 
BuRY] asked leave to introduce two several bills 
in relation +) the revenue and the home valuation. 
As it was on his (Mr. Precps’s) motion that the 
motion for leave was laid on the table, at the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from New Hampshiie he 
would now move the Senate to take up the motion 
for consideration. 

The motion was agreed to; and the ttles of the 
bills were read as follows: 

“A bill to extend for a limited time the laws for 
laying and collecting duties on imports;” and 

“A bill to provide for a system of home valua- 
tion on goods imported into the United States.” 

Mr. LINN demanded the yeas and nays on the 
motion for leave; which were ordered. 

Mr. WOODBURY would merely say that, if 
these bills are not admitted, it must be because 
they are to impose duties where none now exist. 
The country wiil then understand that, if rejecied, 
it is on that ground they cannot originate in the 
Senate, and, in the opinion of the majority in this 
body, no duties whatever now legally exist—that 
the treasury is without any lawful revenue whai- 
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ever; and the manufacturers 
cidental protection. itis bh'gh time that the coun- 


without any, even in- 


try should know this, if iit be so. ‘Thus you throw 
the responsibility on those who have it in their 
power in the other House—where such bills should 
properly originale—of centinuing to leave the 
country in this condition, so anomalous and de- 

plorable : , 

Mr. PHEUPS was not disposed to detain the 
Senate in the discussion of the questi whether 
we have any laws by which revenue may be col- 
lected, ner of the question whether the Senate can 
properly entertain the bills. His own cpinion 
was, that one of these bills could not be originated 
in the Senate. However, he thought the most ex- 
pedient ceurse was to grant leave, and refer those 
bills to the appropriate committee. That commit- 
tee would then have the subject before them. They 
would examine the question whether we have aay 
laws by which to collect revenue. It will be also 
competent for the committee to examine these bills, 
and see if they were admissible under the Consti- 
tution. As the whole matier was involved in 
doubt, he believed the proper course would be to 
receive the bills, and refer them to the proper com- 
mittee. Vith these views, he would vote tor the 
reception of the bills, and for their reference. 

Mr. CRIfSTENDEN said he would feel con- 
strained to vole against the introduction of these 
bills. He would do so simply on the ground that’ 
the Senate was inhibited, by the provisions of the 
Constitution, from originating such bills; for the 
Constitution expressly says that all bills for raising 
revenue shail originate in the House of Represent- 
atires. He was obliged, therefore, though reluc- 
tantly, to vote against their introduction. 

Mr. BAYARD would beg leave to say, in re- 
gard to those bills, that he felt himself constrained, 
by the same reasons which influenced the Senator 
from Keniucky, (Mr. Crirrenpen,] to vote against 
the introduction of them. The only question 
was, whether these were revenue bills or net. 
That question should be decided by the bills them- 
selves. They could not try that question by ex- 
traneous circumstances. The Constitution pro 
hibits the originating of revenue biils here; and 
they could not look to the collateral matter, but 
must tale the bill as it appeared oa its face. On 
its face it purported to be a revenue Dill. There 
was no other test than the bill itself. The pur- 
poses and object, as on the face of one of the bills, 
nobody could deny. It wastoraise revenue. He 
felt inclined to vote against that bill, at all events. 
If the other was merely a bill to regulate revenue, 
it was, perhaps, admissible under the rule. 

Mr. MERRICK said it was either a bill to raise 
revenue, or it was nothing. If the law providing 
for the collection of revenue expired on the 30:h 
June, (as was believed by many,) then this bill 
would revive and extend such laws, and to that ex- 
tent wentto raise revenue; and to all intents and 
purposes Was a revenue bill, and was not admissi- 
ble by the Counstiution. Lie was opposed to the 
admissicn of either ot the bills. 

Mr. WOODBURY said, if the Senator from 
Maryland had been here when the biils were first 
presented, he would have learned that the propo- 
siliop was nct made with a view to raise revenue 
or impose new duties. It was to apply the ma- 
chinery of a pre-existing law (that of 1832) to the 
collection of revenue—the mode of raising which 
is with many in doubt. Were it a new law to 
raise, rather than collect revenue, the introduction 
of it in the Senate might be out of order. But it 
merely extends the mode of appraising and col 
Iecting duties under the actof July, 1832, and not 
ihe amount of duties imposed by that act. It fur- 
nishes the means for obtaining the duties, but does 
not raise the daties ¢ 
other laws. 
right. 

Mr. PRESTON considered the case should be 
very urgent that would warrant tke adopticn of 
such a doubt‘ul assumption of rigbt to originate 
legislation. He wished to know whether, if leave 
was nol granted, it would be considered that the 
Senate would be precluded from the future iniro- 
daction of such measures; and whether, if they 


1cmselves: they are raised the 


I: provides a remedy rather than by 
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were admitted, the Senate would have the right sub- 
sequently to rule them out of order. 

The CHAIR explained his understanding of the 
rule; but was not distinctly heard in the gallery. 

Mr. KING stated his opinion—that, if the bills 
were admitted, it was perfectly competent for the 
senate to reverse its action, by indefinitely post- 
poning them, at a subsequent stage of the proceed- 
ings, if it was found that the Senate had trans- 
cended its constilutional rights by their admission. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON thought, whether there 
was any doubt or not as to the existence of law to 
authorize the collection of revenue, these were, in 
effect, nothing but revenue bills, such as could 
originate in the House of Representatives only. 

Mr. WOODBURY understood that the law of 
1832 was still in force, in regard to appraising 
and collecting. ‘The Senator from Connecticut 
thinks not. It was to remove this doubt, among 
other things, that he had proposed this declaratory 
legislation. He showed that the principle of as- 
certaining the value of imported goods at the port 
of entry, or aheme valuation, was not new in our 
revenue system. The rule of collecting duties, 
according to the actof 1832,can be applied to 
the value at the port of entry, as required by the 
compromise act. His cbject was to remove ail 
doubts of the propriety of keeping this machinery 
of the act of 1832 in force, tl! Congress passes 
some jaw fixing a permanent system. 

Thus, from the foundation of lhe Government, 
ad valorem duties had generally been imposed—not 
on the naked foreign value, but on that, imereased 
by 10 percent. or 20, as imported from this side, or 
beyond, the Cape of Good Hepe. This was au 
approximation near to the rea! home value. It 
Was not exact, but as near and as uniform as can 
usually be attained in such cases. But the manu- 
facturers, dissatisfied with this—-doubtless because 
not high enough—got Congiess, ia 1832, to fix the 
foreign value with more accuracy than the mere 
invoice; and then to add to it, instead of the ten or 
twenty per cent., all the charges except insurance. 
This they probably considered more than the for- 
mer addition, and nearer the exact home value, or 
they would have retained the old addition to the 
foreign value. 

Mr. TALLMADGE?’S impression was, that the 
first bill proposed was a revenue bill, and could 
not properly originate in the Senate; but, as honest 
doubts existed, he should be in favor of granting 
the leave asked—treserving to himself the right of 
voting to lay the bill on the table, or indefinitely 
postponing it, should the report of the committee 
to which itmight be referred pcint out the impro- 
priety of en'ertaining it here. 

Mr. SIMMONS and Mr. WOODBURY made 
some remarks as to home valuation. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN read the clause in the com- 
promise act, which he conceived had the effect of 
repealing all former laws after the 30th of June, 
1842. 

Mr. SIMMONS considered the classes of im- 
ports subject to fuiure legislation, mentioned in the 
comproinise act, were those paying more than 20 
per cent. duty, those paying less, and those free of 
duty. This showed that a future law was looked 
to for the authority to collect revenue at 20 per 
cent. afier the 30th of June, 1842. 

Mr. WOODBURY, in reference to the passage in 
the actof July, referred to by the gentleman op- 
posite, (Mr. CRITTENDEN, | remarked, that there was 
another clause overlooked. . The force ef the ar- 
gument was entirely overiuled by a subsequent 
section in the act, to which he pointed their atten- 
tion, and which painiul doties connected with the 
Treasury Department had impressed a little strong- 
er op his mind than it had been on the memory of 
the Senator from Kentucky. The fourth section, 
which that Senator read, did abolish the 10 and 20 
per cent.; but the fifteenth section of the same act, 
whic: the Senator bad not noticed, substituted the 
addition of all charges, except insurance, in place 
of those rates per cent. 

As to the words may be, quoted by the Senator 
from Rhede Island, to show that dulies after July 

1s), 1842, may be imposed, but do not exist ull 
afterwards» imposed: he would merely say, that the 
‘erm there applied to the past and present, as well 
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as the future; and duties maybe, if they existed 
before, or existed then, and wi!! continue till re- 
pealed. _ 

fr. HUNTINGTON stated his understanding 
of the irreconcilable nature of the foreign valna- 
tion, authorized in the act of 1832, and the princi- 
ple of home valuation laid down in the compromise 





_ act, as obligatory, according 'o the prescription of 


acontemplated subsequentilaw. He repeated, that 
there was now no law in existence by which reve- 
nue could be collected. 

Mr. SIMMONS understood that the Senator 
from New Hampshire now siated that the collec- 
tion of revenue here had always been, in principle, 
the same as the home valuation; but this was ir- 
reconcilable with the Senator’s own declarations 
in previous speeches made in this body, to which 
he referred. 

Mr. CALHOUN said, as to the questicn of home 
valuation, he had never entertained but one opin- 
jon. The old taw provided that ten per cent. 
should be added to the invoice price of foreign 
goods coming from this side of the Cape of Good 
Hope, and 20 per cent. for such as came from be- 
yond the Cape; and this was held to represent their 
value in our market. This was, by the law of 
1833, altered in detail, but not im principle. He 
had never been able to perceive any other mode of 
valuation that would, in his judgment, be equal 
and constitutional. And if be might be permitted 
to express his impressions, they were, that those 
who supported the law were, in a great measure, 
ignorant of the principles of home valuation. As 
to the point, whether the duties, after the 30th of 
June last—which were to be brought down to 20 
per cent.—would continue at that under the com- 
promise act, or whether new legislation would be 
required, he had uniformly differed with the late 
Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Clay.] His (Mr. 
Catnoun’s) belief corresponded with that express- 
ed by the Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. Sim- 
mons;] and he reco!lecied that a debate arose upon 
this point two years ago, when the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Bucnanan] and Mr. Ciay took 
opposite sides, and when he (Mr. CaLnoun) ex- 
pressed the opinion that he now entertains. 

His opinion was, that new legislation would be 
required; and, under this impression, he could not 
vote for the introduction of this bill, beeanse, by a 
provision of the Constitution, it was requisite that 
such a bill should be originated in the House of 
Representatives. 

It was with reluctance that he found himself 
obliged to voie against the introduction of the bill, 
because no one cou'd feel more forcibly than him- 
self that the condition of the country, especially in 
reference to its finances, required legislation; and 
he would willingly do whatever he might properly 
do to remedy the disorders. There was, in hi: 
opinion, a great responsibility resting somewhere, 
for the omission of legislation upon this sub- 
ject. Why had it been so long delayed? It 
was not for ihe want of notice. It had been 
known ever since the passage of the bill, nine 
years ago, that legislation wouid be required. Why 
had a question of such pressing importance been 
delayed until this Jate period, when time was not 
left for the Executive Department of the Govern- 
ment to exercise its power, according to its concep 
tion of its duty, without throwing the country into 
its present embarrassed condition? 


Mr. WOODBURY observed that the Senator 
from Connecticut was mistaken in supposing that 
he had said the home valuation should be regulated 
by the Secretary of the Treasury or the Executive. 
He bad said the very contrary. The regulation 
ought to be made by law, as the compromise act 
expressly reqvired this. Bat the machinery for 
that home vaiue being available in an existing Jaw 
—i,e. the actof 1832—it was only necessary to 
give the Secretary of the Treasury and Executive 
authority to make use of that machinery in the 
collection of the revenue. He disclaimed the en- 
largemcnt of Executive discretion as much as any 
one. He wished, in this case, to substitu’e the ex- 
press law of 1832for it. He corrected the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Is!and, as to his understanding ot 
what he had said in a former speech, relative to th 
effects of home vaiuation; and showed that the 
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ten, fifteen, or twenty per cent. increase of the 
home value over the foreign one was not over the 
foreign one and all the charges except insurance. 
Bat it was tea to twenty per cent. over the naked 
foreign value, withont any augmentation first by 
charge, or by the old ten and twenty per cent. 

vir. BUCHANAN said he rose to make an ex- 
planation, nota speech. The Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. Catnoun] had stated correctly that 
the late distinguished Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Clay] had Contended that a duty of twenty per 
cent. could be collected under the compromise act 
of 1833 after the 30th June, 1842; and he (Mr. B.) 
had argued on the opposite side of the question. 
After the remarks of Mr. Ciay, he bad carefully 
examined the question, and become convinced that 
he was wrong; and he had at the_time expressed 
this conviclicn to several Senators now present. 
It was his intention to have avowed this change of 
opinion upon the floor; but whether he had done 
so or not, he could not now recollect. He had not 
the slightest doubt but that a duty of twenty per 
cent. could now be collected under the existing 
laws. He made this explanation solely for the 
purpose of showing that he had change: his opin- 
lon wpon this point of !aw—not under the pressure 
of existing circumsiances, but at atime when no 
such circumstances could have been anticipated. 
When he expressed the opinion, a few days ago, 
that twenty per cent. duty could be collected, it was 
an opinion which had beeu formed and expressed 
shorily alter the debate between the late Sena'or 
from Kentucky and himself. 

He had never prided himself much on his con- 
sistency; though he believed he had changed his 
opinions, deliberately formed, as seldom as al- 
most any other pudlic man. The man who 
never changed must have been perfect at first; and 
a | experience, aud all the lessons of wisdom, were 


thrown away upon such an individual. He bad 
changed his opinion upon this subject, and if he 


lived, he might change upon others; and when he 
did, he should not hesitate to avow it. 

Mr. CALHOUN explained that he did not know 
the Senator from Pennsylvania had expressed any 
late opinion on the subject. 

Mr. PHELPS moved to lay the motion for leave 
to introduce the bill on the table. 

Mr. LUNN called for the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; and 

The motion to lay the subject on the table re- 
sulted ia the affirmative—yeas 25, nays 17, as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messts. Ar Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Critenden, Dayton, Evans, 
Graham, Huntington, Mencgum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, 
Phelps, Porter, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, White, 
and Woodbridge—25 

NAY=—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Fulton, Kisg, Linn, Sevier, Stith of Connecticut, S:urgeon, 
Tallmadge, Tappan, Wilcox, Woodbury, Wright, and Young 
—17. 

Mr. MERRICK stocd up to renew his notice 
that, at 12 o’clock, he would move to go into ex- 
ecutive session. But, 

The bi!l to incorporate a society in the District 
of Columbia, by the name of the ‘National Insti- 
tute for the Promotion of Science,” was taken up, 
and read the third time; and the question being, 
Shall the bill pass?— 

Mr. BUCHANAN demanded the yeas and 
nays, which were ordered; and, the question being 
put, the bill was passed by yeas 30, nays 12, as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Dayton, Evans, 
Fulton, Graham, Huntington, Linn, Mangum, Merrick, Mailier, 


her, 


Morehead, Porter, Preston, Simmons, Simith of Indiana, 
Sprague, Sturgeon, Talimadge, Tappan, Woodbridge, and 
Woodbury—30 


NAYS— Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
King, McRoberts, Sevier, White, Wilcox, Wrigit, and 
\ ng—12, 

The bill to provide further remedial justice in 
the district courts of the United States, was taken 
up, and read the third time; when 

Mr. BAGBY opposed the bill in an able specch. 
He was followed by Messrs. WRIGHT, CAL- 
HOUN, and CUTPIBERT, in opposition to, and 
by Mr. BERRIEN in defence of, the bill. 

The question now being, “ Sna!l the bill pass?” 

Mr. LINN demanded the yeas and nays, which 
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were ordered; and, the question being put, the bill 
Wag passed—by yeas 27, nays 17, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenf'en, Dayton, Evans, 
Graham, Hluutington, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, 
Phelps, Porter, Preston, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, 
Talimadge, White, and Woodbridge—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Linn. Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, 
Sturgeon, Tappan, Wilcox, Woodbury, Wright, and Young— 

The bill to provide an incane hospital for the 
District of Columbia, was read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. MERRICK, the Senate pro- 
ceeded tu the consideration of executive business; 

nd, after some time spent therein, 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, Jaly 8, 1842. 


Mr. COOPER of Georgia wished to offer a reso- 
lution, calling ou the Secretary of the Treasury for 
the reasens why the report of ihe condition of the 
several banks had not been furnished. 

Mr. ANDREWS objected, and the resolution 
Was not received. 

Mr. MARCHAND presented a petition for the 
relief of William Wilscn of Peunsylvania. 

Mr. FILLMORE stated that the circulars from 
ihe Treasury Department, in relation to the collec- 
tion of revenue after June 30th, had been referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. That 
committee had not had a ineeting; but, on examin- 
ing the circulars, he found that they involved legal 
rather than financial questions. H>, therefore, 
moved to discharge the Committee of Ways and 
Means fro their consideration, and to refer the 
same to the Committee on the Judiciary. Agreed 
to. 

Mr. STANLY reporied, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, the Senate bill reorganizing the 
army: referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

THE TARIFF. 


On motion of Mr. FILLMORE, the House re- 
solved itself into a Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. McKennan in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the gen- 
eral tariff bill. The proposition before the com- 
mitiee was Mr. SaLTonsTaL’s motion to substitute 
the bill reported from the Committee on Manufac- 
tures for that reported from the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. GWIN, who was entitled to the floor, ad- 
dressed the committee during the hour. He com- 
menced by referring to the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Maryland, (Mr. Kennepy,] who had, 
as he thought, endeavored to array one section of 
the Union against the other. He was glad these 
remarks had fallen from that gentleman, who was 
in a minority of 1,400, and not from a responsible 
Represen‘ative of a majority of the people of his 
district. The gentleman, when endeavoring to ar- 
ray the feelings of the House against the cotton 
interests of the South, had charged the South with 
dictating the compromise act, prescribing legisla- 
tion for the rest of the Union, and advocating a 
system that operated for the benefit of foreign in- 
teresis, by opening our markets to European pro- 
ductions. Were these charges trve? Who but 
Henry Clay was the author of the compromise act? 
Was Mr. Clay the representative of the cotton in- 
terest? Most assuredly not. The charge made by 
the gentleman was untrue in every particular. 

How, he asked, was the cotton interest repre- 
sented here? it had but thirty members on the 
floor of the House, and but ten in th- Senate. Add 
to these the ten from Mzine—the Representatives 
of the shipping employed in the cotton trade—and 
it made but fifty Representatives out of two hun- 
cred and ninety-four, for the cotton interest. Yet 
the gentleman frem Maryland [Mr. Kennepy] 
had attempted to array the Union against this in- 
terest. Hecould teli that genileman, that if it 


should be the policy of this Congress to consider 
the cotton interest as antagonistical to other in- 
terests in the Union, he would wake upa lion. If 
it should please Congress to pass a tariff bill op- 
pressive of the cotioa interest, let it be done; and 
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jet the States producing that staple be legislated out 
of the Union. Though they loved the Union, they 
were prepared to leave it whenever an oppressive 
system should cut them off from the enjoyment of 
its benefits. He hoped, however, that the gentle- 
man from Maryland would be alone in his svg- 
gestion, and that it would be the fate destined for 
the monstrous proposilion of his colieague [Mr. 
Wo. C. Jouxson] for the assumption of State 
debts. 

Was it true that the South had dictated its poli- 
cy to Congress? All the tariff laws since 1824 
were injurious to its interests. Years ago, the 
South was extensively engaged in the culture of 
indigo, which was an article indispensable to the 
manufacturers. How didthis section act when it 
was found that other countries could compete with 
it in the production ot this article? Did it come to 
Congress and ask protection against the large im- 
portations of the article made from foreign coun- 
tries? It did not look to its own selfish interest, 
but abandoned the production of the article. 

It had been stated that England took from us 
gold and silver, and refused our productions in re- 
turn for those sent us by her. Mr. G. combatted 
this argument, by referring the commitiee to the 
exports and imports of the Southern and South- 
western States. For years, the South bad ex- 
ported more than it had imported. Take the cot- 
ton States from the Union, withdraw their exten- 
sive exports from the amount making up the sum 
total of the United States, and what foundation 
would there be for a tariff? Where would the ne- 
cessary tonnage come from? He went into a va- 
riety of statistics to show that the éxports of the 
South so far exceeded the imports as to have the 
effect of drawing gold and silver from Europe to 
this country. 

He contended that the Western section of the 
Union would not be benefited by the opening of the 
British markets to its breadstuffs, because the East 
would be enabled, from its greater facilities of in- 
tercourse, to undersell it. But, even admitting 
they would be so benefited, he maintained that the 
object would not be atiained by imposing restric- 
tions on our commerce with England. Thatcoun- 
try, he thonght, would soon be compelled to yield 
its corn-laws. He did not doubt but that, in case 
we refrained from adopting unwise legislation to- 
wards the commerce with England, we should be 
made one of the favored nations with that power, 
and our productions be admitted to her markets 
upon the most advantageous terms. Had the 
grain-growers of the West any reasen to com- 
plain of the cotton-growers of the South? While 
the latter consumed its many thousands of the 
breadstuffs of the former, it got none of its cotton 
taken in return. What the South wanted was free 
trade, and the world at large fora market. Mr. 
G. drew a vivid picture of the trade of the West 
and Southwest, as carried on with the thousand 
steamboats and flatboats of the Mississippi. Would 
the Western members have all this trade crippled? 

He next passed on to a review of our commer- 
cial relations with France, and adduced statistics 
to show that they had been annually improving in 
our favor, until the balance of trade in favor of 
France was now reduced to a mere trifle. He no- 
ticed the fact, that an enormous amount of the 
imports into this country came from nations that 
did not compete with usin the production of the 
articles we got from them. The commerce be- 
tween us and Spain, Portugal, and Chiua, for some 
years back, showed an excess of imports into the 
United States, from those countries, over the ex- 
ports, of $122,000,000; the deficiency caused by 
which excess had been made up to us by our sur- 
plus sent to other countries. 


The tariff laws, he undertook to show, not only 
discriminated in favor of the manufactures, but also 
in favor of the productions of the North. Look at 
the bill now proposed. The productions of those 
countries which buy our cotton are taxed heavily; 
whilst the productions of countries which buy 
Northern fabrics are to come iu free, or with but a 
trifling duty. Thus the bill cuts the Sonth with a 
two-edged sword. The articles tea and coffer, 
which are used much more extensively at the North 
than at the South, are to enter free of duty. 
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They come, too, from countries buying nothing 
from the South. Mr. G. referred to the probabil- 
ity of a treaty between France and Texas, by 
which the raw materials of the latter will be ad- 
mitted into the former on the most advantageous 
terms. He also spoke of the decline in the con- 
sumption of American cottoa by Eugland, from 18 
to 6 millions—a resuit which had been brought 
about by our unwise legislation in cramping our 
intercourse with that nation, and which bad com- 
pelled her to ook to other sources for the raw ma- 
terial of her manufactures. Instead of extending 
and increasing the consemption of our productions 
in Europe, by raeans of favorable treaties, we are 
endeavoring to do itat home by a tax amounting 
to restriction. It really seemed to him that the 
South, blessed as it was witha fine soil and cli- 
mate, was dcstined to be taxed, on account of ifs 
advantages, for the bencfit of others. 

Mr. G. then reviewed the origin and causes of 
the war carried on by England against China. He 
showed the advartages which England had lost in 
being cut off from the trade with that country, 
and the connexion of the United States with that 
trade. The trade between the United Siates and 
China had been carried on throug) London; and 
the products of China purchased by us had been 
paid for by bills drawn on our cotton and other 
staples shipped to London; or else by State bonds— 
a course which had strongly helped to produce the 
present indebtedness of this country. 

He took a different view of the great right of 
search in the African seas, from that which was 
taken by most men. He thought that England 
had no very strong feeling on that subject, as to 
the principle pretended to be involved. Having 
lost a large portion of their trade in other quarters, 
he thcught it was their purpose to carry on as ex- 
tensive a trade as possible upon the shores of Afri- 
ca. Defeated at home, they had resolved to carry 
the war into Africa. The enterprising Yankees 
had taken up the same trade; and it was only ne- 
cessary, When an Amojican vessel was on its 
way to those shores, to stop her, in accord- 
ance with the right of cearch, and, by de- 
taining her, secure the speedier arrival of the 
British cruiser, bound on the same trading expe- 
dition. He thought if the American people would 
send an agent to the coast of Africa, charged with 
the duty of searching and detaining British vessels, 
there would be the same outcry against the right of 
search on our part, that had been raised against 
Great Britain. He (Mr. G.) would have favora- 
ble treaties concluded with foreign nations—trea- 
ties which would open the ports of Europe to our 
staples of the soil, and to our manufactures, which 
he thought could compete with those of many 
countries, even in Europe. He would have such 
a treaty concluded as would open the marts of the 
West Indies to our breadstuffs, on which such a 
high restriction was now imposed. In short, he 
would exiend the commerce of the United States, 
and open the marts of the world to our numerous 
productions. 

By opening new markets for many of our pro- 
ducts—which he showed might be effected—and Ly 
thus extending our relations with other countries, 
he contended that sufficient revenue migit be raized, 
at a lower rate of duties than was now proposed; 
and the reason why it did not now cxist was, that 
this Government too often legislated for a part, in- 
stead of the whole, of the country. 


Mr. A. H. H. STUART contended that it was 
the duty of Congress to legislate for every in‘erest 
of every region of this country; and not for one, 
to the prejudice of the other: but he also showed 
the dependence of each upon the other, and that 
the prosperity of one was felt and dispersed amongst 
the rest. Ele ther replicd to the arguments cf gen- 
tlemen who asserted ihe inequality of the tax levied 
as duty on imports; and into this branch of hits ar- 
gument he entered with great minuieness. He 
next made some general remarks cn the subject of 
protection and retaliatory duties, and glanced at 
the policy of England as he proceeded. He said, 
if all the nations of the earth had equal advan- 
toges, the doctrine of free trede might be contended 
for; but with the marine, machinery, and other ad- 
vantages which England possessed, il was vain to 
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suppose that this country could enter into compe- 
tition with that people. But free trade never had 
beeu the policy of any country, and never would 
be; and therefore it was unprofitable to contend 
with an abstraction. 

Mr. BREWSTER said that he did not rise for 
(he purpose of discussing the main question, but 
for the purpose of explaining an amendment 
which he intended to offer when in order. The 
amendment which be intended to propose was to 
that section of the bill which imposed a duty of 
25 cents a bushel on imported wheat. He wished 
to this section to carry an amendinent, allowing a 
drawback on the exportation of flour manufactured 
from foreign wheat, under such regulations as the 
Secreiary of the Treasury shall presevibe. In or- 
der to make this amendment intelligible, it was 
necessary for him to review the state of our trade 
vith the British Canadian ports. Mr. B. then 
gave a full and interesting statement of the com- 
merce carried on between the United States and 
the British possessions in Canada, with an account 
of the tonnage, both British and American, em- 
ploved on the lees. 

Mr. CALVARY MORRIS addressed the com- 
mittee at length, and urged the necessity of im- 
mediate action upona tariff, which would revive 
the credit of the Government. He understood the 
President as objecting to the late tariff bill, not 
because of the tariff principle, but on account of 
iis connexion with the distribution question. He 
had voted for the distribution, but considered it as of 
minor importance compared with the necessity that 
existed for the enactment of a proper tariff. 

Mr. M. repelled the charges and insinuations of 
late so frequeat in the public journals, that he had 
changed his course on the distribution question, 
and had been bought up by Capt. Tyler. His 
course had been independeni and conscientious, and 
would need no cefence amcng his people where he 
was known. He was willing to siand by it, and, 
if he fell, he would fall with his country’s col- 
ors in his hands. He concluded by strenuously 
urging the settlement of the tariff question, and 
not, as had been hinted, leave it upen for three 
years to come. 

Mr. R. D. DAViS next obtained the floor. 
He commenced kis remarks by sayiog that he was 
now fresh from ixe people; and, if he knew any 
thing of their opinions, the prevailing sentiment 
among them was, that the present Congress had 
been now seven moaths in session, without hav- 
ing done anything for the benefit of the country, 
and cccupying themselves with the sole purpose of 
attempting to head the President, and force him in- 
to the adoption of measures which it was known 
he would never sanction. ‘The people did not look 
to speeches made here, in order to form their opin- 
ion upon the condition of public affairs; but to 
facts. What were the facis at this time presented 
to their eyes? It was well known that the land 
bill was signed by the President, only with the un- 
derstanding that, during its operation, the duties on 
imports should not go above twenty per cent. The 
President knew that the measure was not popular 
throughout the country, and yielded to it merely 
as amatter of necessity, upon the insertion of the 
twenty per cent. proviso. Since that bill was 
passed, the verdict of the people had come like a 
clap of thunder upon the measures of the extra 
session. Look at the message of the President in 
December las!. He then said that the condition of the 
country required a higher rate of duties than twen- 
ty per cent.—-that the tariff must be increased. 
Since that period, Congress bad gone on wasting 
its time in managing and manceuviing, as he (Mr. 
D.) thought, and as he was willing to say on his 
own responsibility. 

The month of March came, and the necessity 
of doing something was more gand more apparent: 
yet nothing was accomplish. The perpetual 
game of the Whigs was going on—a game with- 
out an object, except that of heading the President. 
In this posture of affairsy Mr. Tyler sent in his 
message, recommencing the suspension of the dis- 
tribution and the increase cf the tariff. But this 
message wasnot heeded. It was not until recently 
that the “‘littie tarifi’—a bill prolonging the op- 


jj eration of the revenue laws pricr to June 30th, 
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and containing in it the principle of distribution 
under all circumstances, though the operation of 
the act was postponed a month—was introduced. 
Was there an individual in his senses who be- 
lieved, when this bill was introduced, that the Pres- 
ident would sign it? He (Mr. D.) was aware of 
the extraordinary extentio vhich buman credulity 
might be carried; yet he did not conceive how any 
one could have imagined that the President would 
have signed this bill. 

What other meaning could the President have 
put upon it, except that it was part and pareel of a 
‘system of measures to head him? They thought 
that he would be forced, by the condition of the 
country, toconsent to the bill for one month; and 
that then, having given up the principle, they 
could incorporate it with the big bill with perfect 
success. Such operations would disgrace any 
party, as aparty, except that party whica bad per- 
formed this. [Laughter.] The country witness- 
ed the spectacle of an American Congress gravely 
deliberating on a bill which every man, woman, 
and child in it knew would be vetoed. [Langhter.] 

He recollected some of the Latin lines which he 
had learned in his school days; and among them 
was one which he thought peculiarly applicable to 
the Whig party at the present time: 

“Quem Deus vult perdere, prius dementat,”’ 
Whom the gods would destroy, they first made 
mad. [Laughter.] Now the Whig party must be 
aware that the bill now under discussion, and which 
contained the distribution principle, would be cer- 
tainly vetoed if it should pass. Yet they were 
progressing in their mad career, as if to force a 
veto; and, on the strength of it, hold the President 
up to the public, and make him their scapegoat. 
He could tell the Whig party that they underrated 
the common sense of the people. The peopie 
would comprehend their measures and cesigns; 
and he said to them, prepare for their verdict. Did 
the Whig party suppose that the lightning of the 
people’s indignation would notreach them? He 
prophesied that the thunderbolt of popular wrath 
would come upon thein like hail-stones at a fire. 
But for the blindness, folly, obstinacy, and politi- 
cal intrigues of the pariy here, he believed all the 
public business of this session might have been at- 
tended to, and the Representatives returned to their 
homes three months ago. 

What would the Whigs do when another veio 
should come? Would they break up the ses-icn, 
and go to the people, saying that the President had 
obstructed them, and the Locofocos had obstructed 
them? He veniured to say that, with the deciara- 
tien of the President before them, that he wou'd 
sign a proper tariff bill, the people would not be so 
blind and so stupid as to be deceived by such asser- 
tions. He cared them to go before the nation on 
such an issue. 

Mr. D. referred to the expenses of the elcetion in 
1842, which, he said, were enormous, and bore 
heavily on ihe prosperity of the country. Ele did 
not mean merely the expenditure of money then 
encountered, but the extraordinary efforts which 
were made by the Whigs to secure their object, 
and the time and labor diverted from oiher oecupa- 
tions. He sincerely believed that the cost of that 
contest was more than enourh to pay off the 
present entire debt of the country. 

He did not believe, nor had he ever been one of 
those who believed, that in:tantaneous and imme- 
diate relief could be afforded by any administra- 
tion. Legislation might rot, but it could not en- 
rich a people. He abhorred the doctrine that the 
people were dependent on the Government; for, on 
the contrary, the Government was dependent on 
the people. 

He next preceeded to observe that, having a 
Governmen’, it must be supported. He tock that 
to te a settled prinogple. He was one of those whi 
were called Locoiocos, and he gloried in the name; 
he was a free-trade Loccfoce; and, if the time 
would permit, he wonld dwell with delight on 
those doctrin He" preferred the free-trade 
system to a h gh-tariff system; but be was not one 
of those heel-over-head politicians who would ad 
hereto it, whether the condition cf the country 
would admit of it, or the sentiments of the prople 
were ready to receive it. When the condition of 
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the country would permit, he was for iis adoption, 
and not till then; but the time had not arrived in 


this country for a rescrt to free trade. If he had 
the power, he would do three things: he would 
abolish all indirect taxation; for all should be di- 
rect, and levied on property: he would have no pa- 
per-money; and he would purify and renovate the 
system of credit, by ihe destruction of everything 
like suits for debt, and make everything a debt of 
honor; and these, he believed, would work out the 
equal righ's of man. He would give his support to 
a low tariff; but, in this part of his observations, he 
observed that no tariff that cou'ld be devised 


could raise sufficient reveuue for the support 
of Government for the next few years. He 
had no doubt that a debt must be contracted 


for the next two or three years; and the way in 
which he wouid meet that difficulty was by the re- 
duction of the expenses of the Government in 
every possible way. He was for reducing the ex- 
penses of the Government to ten or fifteen millions 
of dollars; and a tariff should not be framed to 
meet the present expenses of the Government, be- 
cause they ought not to be twenty-seven, or twenty- 
five, or even twenty-two millions of collars. He 
wou'd make the tariff raise eighteen or twenty mil- 
lions, and let the residue accumulate in the shape 
of a debt; and so reduce the expenditures, that, in 
eight or ten years, there shou!d be sufficient to pay 
the expenses of the Government, and pay off the 
debt that might have accumulated before the re- 
duction of the expenses. But, above all things, 
the system that should be adopted should be per- 
manent, durable, stable, and uniform—so far as 
was practicable; for human affairs, at the best, 
were fluctuating and uncertain. He went, there- 
fore, for a medium tariff, as the best for all inter- 
esis of the country. He went for it, though now 
a low-tariff man and a free-trade man, in the ab- 
stract and theory,—which he was ready to adopt, 
when the sentiments of the people and the condi- 
tion of the country would permit; but he did not 
think the time had now arrived to carry out those 
principles, and many a good cause was ruined by 
being precipitately urged. He would, however, 
say, 12 conclusion, that, though he was in favor of 
a low tariff, he would go for no tariff that contained 
the distribution principle. 

Mr. STANLY spoke during his hour in reply to 
some preceding speakers. 

the debate was further continued by Messrs. 
SAUNDERS, WELLER, MATHIOYr, GOR- 
DON, DANIEL, HUDSON, and BURKE; at- 
ter which the committee rose, and 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Saturpay, July 9, 1842. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Post Office Depart- 
ment, transmitting a report in compliance with the 
act of Congress of July, 1836, showiog the amount 
of fines imposed, and reductions made, in the pay 
of mail-coatractors, for the year ending 30ih June, 
1841. 

Mr. WOODBURY submitted the following reso- 
lution, which fies one day under the rule: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to 
inform the Senate what has been the amount of the expendi- 
ture, aud also of receipis, during the first half of the present 
year—staung separately, and with the sums under each general 
head, both of expenditures and receipts, 


Mr. BAYARD moved to postpone the previous 
orders of the day, for the purpose of taking up bills 
relating to the District of Columbia. 

The question was put, and the fnotion was dis- 
agreed to. 

Ono motion of Mr. SEVIER, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instucted to com- 
municate to the Senate an official copy of the instructions given 
by the War Departmentto the commissioners appointed by the 
President, under the provisions of the third article of the treaty 
between the United States and the Miami Indians, which was 
made in the month of November, 1840, and ratified in July, 
Is41, for the purpose of ascertaining certain debts due by said 
Indians; and for the payment of which the United States, by the 
treaty aforesaid, becomes responsible; and, also, a copy of any 
report or award of said commissioners which is on the files of 
the War Department, on the subject of the said debts; together 
with a list of said debis, and a copy of the vouchers to prove 
said debts, and such award of the cominissioners as has been 
approved by the President of the United States; and, also, all 
correspondence on the files relating to the execution of the trea- 
ty aforesaid, 
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On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the adverse report of 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, on the 
bill tor the relief of the heirs of John De Tre- 
ville. 

[it seems the commitiee reported against the al- 
lowance of this claim, on the ground that the indi- 
vidual under whom the heirs claimed was a pris- 
oner of war during the Revolution. ] 

Mr. CALHOUN made an argument against the 
conclusions of the committee. He deemed their 
decision, wader the resolution governing the case, 
erroneous. Ele maintained that the circumstance 
of a meriturious and gallant soldier being a pris- 
oner of war, should be no bar to his obtaining the 
bounty which he claimed. 


Mr. BERRIEN took the same side; and Mr. 
PHELPS defended the conclusions of the commit- 
tee. The question was put, however; and the Sen- 
ate non concurred with the committee. 


Mr. CALHOUN then mae a motion to go into 
the consideration of the bill in this case; but, at the 
solicitation of Mr. LINN, who wished to examine 
the matter, being apprehensive that it involved a 
new class of pensioners on the Government, he did 
not press the metien. 

On motion of Mr. MERRICK, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the considcration of executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, July 9, 1842. 


Mr. WM. COST JOHNSON asked leave to of- 
fer the following resolution : 


Whereas the derangements of the currency and of commerce 
throughout the nation have seriously affected the General 
Government; embarrassed in some degree all, and in anemi- 
nent manner a large majority ofthe States; and, in their gen- 
eral consequences, have depressed the value of property, 
blighted the prospects, trammelled the energies, aud interrupt- 
ed the business of the whole people, of every pursuit and of 
every calling, in all the *tates of the Union: 

And whereas these disastrous consequences have, in a greater 
or less degree, resulted from the general legislation of Congress, 
which has augmented the expenditures of the Government be. 
yond the receipts in the treasury, and yet diminished the reve 
nues, by lessening the duties on foreign fabrics, which has au- 
thorized an unlimited importation of foreign articles either free 
of duty, or only charged with a nominal amount, even from na- 
tions who refuse to receive, or receive only with a duty so high 
as to amount almost to a prohibition, the productions of our 
farmers, planters, manufacturers, and laborers; thereby deny- 
ing not only to our Own Citizens all the advantages of a recipro- 
cal trade in the productions of their fields, their mines, and 
their worksho;)s; but, by leaving a vast surplus in our own 
country, has reduced the value of our products, lessened the 
rate of wages in every branch of labor, and depreciated all 
kinds of property, while, at the same time, this want of reci- 
procity in trade and fair interchange of productions has caused 
a continued drain of specie for the supply of those necessary 
articles which can alone be obtained from abroad, besides the 
great amounts required for interest On an existing and accumu. 
lating foreign debt: t 

And whereas the States, not foreseeing the embarrassments 
which now besetthem, have, with a Jaudable desire to advance 
their interests, to develop their resources, and, by multiply- 
ing the means and facilities of intercommunication, to bring in- 
to active operation and value much of their otherwise dormant 
wealih, have involved their cyedit, and incurred heavy debts in 
the prosecution of works which are calculated to strengthen 
the bonds of union, and not only multiply the avenues of com. 
merce, but augment the defences from foreign aggression; and 
yet such States now find that the debts contracted in times of 
prosperity, when capital was more plenty, and confidence 
more stable—which obligations upon them as States are oner- 
ous upon the people, and must lead to systems of direct taxa- 
tion, Which will still more depreciate the value of real and per- 
sonal property; and, by lessening the means of the tax-payer, 
will diminish the demand for fabrics of every kind, as well the 
products of our own industry as the importations of necessa- 
ries from a'road, so long as these debts are unliquidated, and 
the people are taxed for their redemption : 

And whereas the obligations which have been incurred, 
however improvident several of them may have been, are not 
the less binding; and the idea of logal and honorable debts be- 
ing repudiated must be repugnant to every people who have 
been schooled to moral and christian duties, and, with a fore- 
knowledge of their responsibilities, have intrusted to their 
agents the powers in the exercise of which those very debts 
have been created; and as embarrassing as may be the dis- 
charge of their liabilities, any and every inconvenience ought 
to be endured rather than that a jation’s ora State’s bonor 
should be tarnished; for while providential calamities may, for 
a time, afflict a people, and sweep away millions of their 
wealth, well-directed industry will eventuaily restore pros- 
perity; but astain upon a State’s or a nation’s honor will attach 
to every individual belonging to such State or nation, and his- 
tory make the deep disgrace andinfamy immortal : 

And whereas the present calamitous condition of affairs has 
been brought upon the nation, the States, and the people, by 
the joint action of law-makers in the National and State coun- 
cils, composed, in a greater or leas degree, of both the political 
parties of the times, and affect equally, in the general result, 
persons of a!! parties —therefore a sense of common interest, of 
common duty, directed by an enlightened patriotism, demands 
that those who possess the power and the means should, with 
as litte delay as practicable, adopt such wise and salutary 





